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From: Lo, Doris
To: kmaglian@arb.ca.gov; svanders@arb.ca.gov; kkarpero@arb.ca.gov; Whitney, Daniel@ARB
Cc: Jordan, Deborah; Drake, Kerry; Lakin, Matt; Spiegelman, Nina; Hong, Jeanhee; Tax, Wienke; Mays, Rory; Lee,


 Anita; Steckel, Andrew
Subject: Draft agenda for February 18th (10-1pm) Statewide SIP issues meeting
Date: Friday, February 13, 2015 10:44:10 AM
Attachments: Feb 18 ARB EPA meeting proposed AGENDA.docx


Karen, Sylvia, Kurt and Daniel,
 
Attached is a proposed agenda for our meeting next week.  Lots of things to discuss.  Let us know
 what you think and if you’d like to add anything.
 
____________________
Doris Lo
EPA Region 9 Air Division
Planning Office
(415) 972-3959
lo.doris@epa.gov
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PROPOSED AGENDA 
 



1 
 



Statewide SIP Issues Meeting and Coordination 
February 18, 2015, 10-1 pm 



Sacramento, California 
 
Welcome and Introductions 
 
1. Updates since Last Meeting, April 30, 2014 



•  
  



 
2.  Litigation Update  
 
3.  Managing SIP Submittals   



• of  
  



 
  



 
 



  
  



 
  



 
  



 
  



  
 



 
   
   



 
9. Other areas 



   
  
   
    
  
• San Luis Obispo PM10 
  



 
10.  Other topics? 
 
11. Action Items 

















From: Lakin, Matt
To: ccca10@charter.net
Cc: Steckel, Andrew; Kurpius, Meredith; Vanderspek, Sylvia@ARB; lallen_apcd@co.slo.ca.us; Heller, Zoe
Subject: FW: San Luois Obispo Letter regarding PM10 and Oceano Dunes OHV
Date: Thursday, June 27, 2013 11:39:52 AM
Attachments: San Luis Obispo- Toti Response 062713 digital signature.pdf


Hi Rachelle,
 
I wanted to let you know that we just mailed you a response to your letter below, on behalf of our
 Regional Administrator.  Attached is an electronic version, in case you also want to share it more
 quickly with the other members of your group.  If you would like to discuss further, please don’t
 hesitate to call me, Meredith, or Andy.
 
Thanks,
Matt
_________________________________
Matthew Lakin, Ph.D. 
Manager, Air Quality Analysis Office 
US EPA, Region 9 (AIR-7) | 75 Hawthorne St. | San Francisco, CA 94105
P: 415.972.3851 | E: Lakin.Matthew@epa.gov
 


From: ccca10@charter.net [mailto:ccca10@charter.net] 
Sent: Thursday, May 30, 2013 10:07 AM
To: Heller, Zoe
Subject: LETTER
 
Hello Zoe,
 
Here is the letter I sent.  We  had another federal exceedance last week  and in the APCD
 Board meeting yesterday, the  renegotiated timeline was given extending some milestones
 12 to15months out to 2014.  I  will request the  new dates  and  forward to you.
Rachelle Toti
 


May 9, 2013
 
Mr. Jared Blumenfeld,
Administrator E.P.A. Region 9
Environmental Protection Agency
75 Hawthorne Street
San Francisco, Ca. 94105
 
Dear Mr. Blumenfeld,
 
Concerned Citizens for Clean Air is an advocacy group representing residents of the Nipomo
 Mesa and Oceano in San Luis Obispo County.  In March, about 2,500 residents were
 advised by letter and postcard of their forecast zones for PM 10 and 2.5 exposure. 
 Attached are a copy of the letter and the brochure received by a member.   Last year the
 CDF monitor registered three exceedances of the federal PM 10 standard.  This year we
 have had one federal exceedance so far.  On windy days, we have higher PM10 levels than
 most cities in California.  We have readings at the Willow Road monitor of 300 to 600 mcg
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               UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 
REGION IX  



75 Hawthorne Street  
San Francisco, CA  94105   



 
 



June 27, 2013 
 
 
 
 



Ms. Rachelle Toti 
Concerned Citizens for Clean Air          
Post Office Box 118 
Arroyo Grande, California  93421 
 
Dear Ms. Toti: 
 
I am writing in response to your May 9, 2013 letter to Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) 
Region 9 Regional Administrator Jared Blumenfeld regarding windblown dust in Nipomo Mesa 
and Oceano, San Luis Obispo County, California. You specifically requested that EPA 
redesignate this part of San Luis Obispo County as a non-attainment area for particulate matter 
larger than 10 microns (PM10). Thank you for sharing your air quality concerns in your letter and 
in your subsequent telephone conversations with Andrew Steckel, Manager of EPA Region 9’s 
Air Division Rules Office. We are very familiar with the air quality issues of this area; we 
provided input to the windblown dust study conducted by San Luis Obispo County Air Pollution 
Control District (APCD) (Phase 2 South County Particulate Study (2010)) and we continue to be 
engaged with the APCD on their local actions to reduce dust emissions.   
 
EPA Region 9 encompasses many parts of the arid west and windblown dust is a long-standing 
issue. The Clean Air Act provides EPA the discretion to employ several different approaches to 
address air pollution in areas that violate ambient air quality standards. These approaches include 
requiring the state or local air district to adopt new pollution control measures, working with the 
air district to ensure existing rules are being properly implemented and enforced, and/or initiating 
the process to redesignate an area to nonattainment, which in turn triggers a comprehensive, 
multi-year planning process to achieve clean air. We evaluate each situation individually to 
determine the most appropriate way to expeditiously reduce potential health impacts of PM10 
emissions.  Characteristically, when an area starts to have violations, we begin to work with the 
local district before considering whether to pursue a redesignation to nonattainment. 
 
Regarding the air quality in the Oceano and Nipomo areas of San Luis Obispo County, data 
collected by the San Luis Obispo County APCD indicate that the CDF monitor (AQS ID: 06-
079-2007), a required regulatory monitor near the Oceano Dunes, has exceeded the PM10 
National Ambient Air Quality Standard (NAAQS)1 four times during 2010-2012, thus appearing 
to violate the PM10 NAAQS. Data from the APCD also show a recent exceedance in May 2013, 
indicating that this site continues to violate the PM10 NAAQS.  
                                                           
1 The PM10 NAAQS level is 150 µg/m3 averaged over 24 hours, not to be exceeded more than once per year on 
average over 3 years. Note that due to rounding conventions, the lowest value for an exceedance is 155 µg/m3; the 
lowest number of exceedances that results in a violation is 1.05 exceedances over 3 years. 











  



 
As you are aware, the San Luis Obispo County APCD has been very proactive in identifying 
potential sources of windblown dust and, as noted in your letter, the APCD has adopted local 
rules to control windblown dust from those sources, including the Oceano Dunes. These local 
rules, if effectively implemented, could reduce air pollution below the NAAQS. One option for 
the APCD to consider is to submit their local rules to EPA for formal public review and 
incorporation into California’s Air Quality SIP. Upon incorporation into the SIP by EPA, these 
rules would become federally enforceable by both EPA and citizens. Meanwhile, we will 
continue to work with the APCD on timely implementation of the local dust control rules. We 
will also ensure air quality monitoring continues so we can evaluate how effective the local rules 
are in reducing PM10 to levels below the NAAQS and determine whether EPA needs to take 
additional action.  
 
Please feel free to call me at (415) 972-3851 if you would like to further discuss the air quality 
issues in San Luis Obispo. Also, if you would like to discuss air quality monitoring, you may 
contact Meredith Kurpius at (415) 947-4534, and if you would like to discuss windblown dust 
controls, you may contact Andrew Steckel at (415) 947-4115.  Thank you again for sharing your 
concerns. 
  
      Sincerely, 
      



/s/ 
     
      Matthew Lakin, Manager 
      Air Quality Analysis Office 
 
 
cc:  Larry Allen, San Luis Obispo County APCD 
 Sylvia Vanderspek, California Air Resources Board  
 












 for several  hours and for consecutive days.  If you would like to see additional information
 and reports we have collected on this issue, please visit our website nipomomesa-air.org . 
 This air pollution is traveling up to twelve miles inland and affecting both San Luis Obispo
 and Santa Barbara counties.   It is now being disclosed in some real estate transactions
 and undoubtedly influencing purchase decisions.
Although residents have complained for many years of this dust pollution, the County and
 Air Pollution Control District officials have been unsuccessful in reducing it due to the
 source – the Oceano Dunes Off Highway Vehicle Park.   The APCD and its Rule 1001
 designed to force mitigation of the dust, by 2015 has just prevailed in two lawsuits. 
 However, the very generous implementation timeline is now being re-negotiated to give
 even more time to comply as the first two deadlines were not met.   The recommended
 solution, restoration of the vegetation destroyed, use of wind fences and/or addition of hay
 bales to break up the wind flow are all fairly simple and inexpensive.   Rather than follow
 the recommendations of the California Geological Survey and Desert Research Institute
 scientists (provided in 2007 and 2011), the park management has decided to do more
 studies.
We respectfully request that you consider our health and issue a finding that San Luis
 Obispo County is in non-attainment for PM10.  It is very likely that in May and June more
 federal exceedances will occur as we have had little rain this year.  Please send a response
 to our request, so we may inform our members of your decision.  Thank you.
Sincerely,
Concerned Citizens for Clean Air
 
Enclosures
March 22, 2013 letter from APCD
Forecast Zone Brochure
CARB daily PM10 chart for 2012 and 2013
Desert Research Institute Executive Summary
CGS Vegetated Islands Report ( selected pages)
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Concerned Citizens for Clean Air
 Supporters
 
Jill Buckley
Paul Buckley
Karyn Carnes
Ross Chenot
Peggee Davis
Pamela Dunlap
Judy Eisenhard
Michael Eisenhard
Debra Elliott
Michael Elliott
Diana Henderson
Rich Henderson
Suzanne Henry
Gracie Korn
John  Kress
Liz Parker
Sheila Phipps
Peg Pinard
Helen Powell
John Powell







Nell Quijano
Eddy Quijano
Bob  Smith
Melanie Smith
Paul Stolpman
Jim  Toti
Rachelle Toti
Paul Van Alstyne
Dori Van Alstyne
Larry Versaw
Arlene Versaw
Dr. Richard P. Wishner
Howard Wishner
Maureen Wishner
 
Mailing Address: Concerned Citizens for Clean Air
P.O. Box 118
Arroyo Grande, Ca. 93421
 








From: Zimpfer, Amy
To: Kurt Karperos; Larry Allen
Cc: Lakin, Matt; Kurpius, Meredith; Jordan, Deborah
Subject: Fwd: Response to April 15, 2015 letter to Jared Blumenfeld
Date: Friday, May 08, 2015 2:41:56 PM
Attachments: SLO - EPA letter to Rachelle Toti and Arlene Versaw - 050815.pdf


ATT00001.htm
SLO - EPA letter to Larry Allen - 041515.pdf
ATT00002.htm


Hi Larry and Kurt,


FYI, please find attached a letter we sent today to Rachelle Toti and others concerned about
 PM emissions at the Nipomo Dunes.
Let me know if you have any questions.
Best,
Amy


Amy Zimpfer, Associate Director, USEPA, Region 9
+1 415.947.4146
zimpfer.amy@epa.gov


Begin forwarded message:


From: "Lakin, Matt" <Lakin.Matthew@epa.gov>
To: "rachelle toti" <rachelletoti@gmail.com>, "arlene versaw"
 <arleneversaw@gmail.com>
Cc: "LEVIN, NANCY" <Levin.Nancy@epa.gov>, "Zimpfer, Amy"
 <Zimpfer.Amy@epa.gov>, "Kurpius, Meredith" <Kurpius.Meredith@epa.gov>
Subject: Response to April 15, 2015 letter to Jared Blumenfeld


Arlene and Rachelle,
Please find the attached, which is the letter, plus attachment, I signed today in
 response to your April 15 letter to Regional Administrator Blumenfeld.  You will
 be receiving a copy in the mail, hopefully next week.  I hope you are both doing
 well.
Matt
_________________________________
Matthew Lakin, Ph.D.
Manager, Air Planning Office
US EPA, Region 9 (AIR-2) | 75 Hawthorne St. | San Francisco, CA 94105
P: 415.972.3851 | E: Lakin.Matthew@epa.gov
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D ST4



UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY



REGION IX
k PRO’ 75 Hawthorne Street



San Francisco, CA 94105-3901



April 15, 2015



Mr. Larry Allen
Air Pollution Control Officer
San Luis Obispo County Air Pollution Control District



3433 Roberto Court
San Luis Obispo, California 93401



Thank you for bringing to EPA’s attention recent developments that relate to San Luis Obispo County



Air Pollution Control District’s (District’s) efforts to regulate particulate matter pollution pursuant to



Rule 1001, “Coastal Dunes Dust Control Requirements.” As you know, during the 2012-2014 time



period, the District’s CDF monitor, a required regulatory monitor near the Oceano Dunes, has reported



seven air quality exceedances of the 2006 24-hour PM2.s and seven exceedances of the 24-hour PM0



national ambient air quality standards (NAAQS). This poses a serious health concern which the District



has been attempting to address. According to the District’s 2010 Phase 2 South County Particulate



Study, these exceedances are attributable to vehicular disturbance of beach and sand dunes. These data



suggest that the operation of vehicles on dunes is contributing to the exceedances of the NAAQS, which



are intended to protect human health and the environment.



We understand that a recent decision by the California Court of Appeal may have impacted the District’s



ability to implement and enforce Rule 1001. This development raises concerns regarding the future



viability of the District’s strategy of relying on Rule 1001 to address PM2.S and PM10 NAAQS



exceedances. If legal or other developments close off this approach, EPA and the District will need to



re-visit other options for addressing NAAQS exceedances, including the possibility of federal action to



designate the area to non-attainment for the 2006 24-hour PM2.5NAAQS andlor the 24-hour PM10



NAAQS. A designation to nonattainment would trigger a comprehensive planning process to achieve



clean air.



With these facts in mind, we want to reiterate our support for the District’s efforts thus far to address the



anthropogenic emissions from the beach and sand dunes. We continue to believe that pollution control



measures such as those contained in Rule 1001 can provide a reasonable basis for regulating this activity



in order to protect human health.



P,,,iied on Re1ed Paper











Please feel free to call me at (415) 972-3 133 if you would like to further discuss options for meeting the
PM2.5 and PM10 NAAQS in San Luis Obispo County.



Sincerely,



Deborah .Jordaiy
Director, Air Division



cc: Richard Corey, California Air Resources Board



















From: Drake, Kerry
To: biering@ammcglaw.com; gwilley@co.slo.ca.us; lallen_apcd@co.slo.ca.us
Cc: richard.corey@arb.ca.gov; Magliano, Karen@ARB; Lakin, Matt; Steckel, Andrew; Kurpius, Meredith; Vallano,


 Dena; Jordan, Deborah; Spiegelman, Nina; Christenson, Kara; Zimpfer, Amy; LEVIN, NANCY; rcorey@arb.ca.gov
Subject: Letter to Larry Allen regarding Oceano Dunes.
Date: Wednesday, April 15, 2015 3:02:35 PM
Attachments: 04-15-2015_Allen_SLO.pdf


Hi All,
 
Attached please see a letter from Deborah Jordan to Larry Allen regarding control of emissions from
 Oceano Dunes.
 
Thanks,
Kerry Drake
Associate Director, Air Division
U.S. EPA, Region 9
415-947-4157
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UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY



REGION IX
k PRO’ 75 Hawthorne Street



San Francisco, CA 94105-3901



April 15, 2015



Mr. Larry Allen
Air Pollution Control Officer
San Luis Obispo County Air Pollution Control District



3433 Roberto Court
San Luis Obispo, California 93401



Thank you for bringing to EPA’s attention recent developments that relate to San Luis Obispo County



Air Pollution Control District’s (District’s) efforts to regulate particulate matter pollution pursuant to



Rule 1001, “Coastal Dunes Dust Control Requirements.” As you know, during the 2012-2014 time



period, the District’s CDF monitor, a required regulatory monitor near the Oceano Dunes, has reported



seven air quality exceedances of the 2006 24-hour PM2.s and seven exceedances of the 24-hour PM0



national ambient air quality standards (NAAQS). This poses a serious health concern which the District



has been attempting to address. According to the District’s 2010 Phase 2 South County Particulate



Study, these exceedances are attributable to vehicular disturbance of beach and sand dunes. These data



suggest that the operation of vehicles on dunes is contributing to the exceedances of the NAAQS, which



are intended to protect human health and the environment.



We understand that a recent decision by the California Court of Appeal may have impacted the District’s



ability to implement and enforce Rule 1001. This development raises concerns regarding the future



viability of the District’s strategy of relying on Rule 1001 to address PM2.S and PM10 NAAQS



exceedances. If legal or other developments close off this approach, EPA and the District will need to



re-visit other options for addressing NAAQS exceedances, including the possibility of federal action to



designate the area to non-attainment for the 2006 24-hour PM2.5NAAQS andlor the 24-hour PM10



NAAQS. A designation to nonattainment would trigger a comprehensive planning process to achieve



clean air.



With these facts in mind, we want to reiterate our support for the District’s efforts thus far to address the



anthropogenic emissions from the beach and sand dunes. We continue to believe that pollution control



measures such as those contained in Rule 1001 can provide a reasonable basis for regulating this activity



in order to protect human health.



P,,,iied on Re1ed Paper











Please feel free to call me at (415) 972-3 133 if you would like to further discuss options for meeting the
PM2.5 and PM10 NAAQS in San Luis Obispo County.



Sincerely,



Deborah .Jordaiy
Director, Air Division



cc: Richard Corey, California Air Resources Board













From: Terry, Lynn@ARB
To: Jordan, Deborah
Cc: Magliano, Karen@ARB
Subject: Oceano Dunes
Date: Thursday, January 30, 2014 4:25:11 PM


Hi Debbie - we are continuing to meet with the parties with generally postive movement.  One outcome
 has been a consensus that there be independent review of the short term monitoring data being used to
 decide where the compliance monitors should go. Questions have been raised about the validity of some
 data primarily based on concerns that monitors were not always operating properly. I suggested
 independent review by a team of experts from ARB and EPA.  It's a quick turnaround but Karen Magliano
 thinks its not too big a task.  Karen would coordinate but she is also involved in the broader discussion
 so we have proposed a technical team of three: an ARB instrumentation expert from our monitoring
 division, an ARB PM data analyst, and Meredith Kurpius from your staff for general QA
 expertise.  Meredith has great credentials and would  be a real help.  Karen says Meredith is out this
 week so I wanted to let you know our request is coming.  if you have any thoughts or concerns please
 give me a call.  thanks - Lynn      
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From: lallen@co.slo.ca.us
To: Jordan, Deborah
Cc: biering@ammcglaw.com; Drake, Kerry; gwilley@co.slo.ca.us; Zimpfer, Amy
Subject: RE: Appeals Court decision on SLOAPCD dust rule
Date: Friday, April 10, 2015 4:59:08 PM


Thanks Debbie - I really appreciate you being able to respond of such short
notice. I look forward to seeing your response.


Larry


Larry Allen
Air Pollution Control Officer
San Luis Obispo County Air Pollution Control District
Phone:  805 781-5912
Fax:      805 781-1002
Web:    http://www.slocleanair.org


P Please consider the environment before printing this e-mail


From:   "Jordan, Deborah" <Jordan.Deborah@epa.gov>
To:     "lallen@co.slo.ca.us" <lallen@co.slo.ca.us>
Cc:     "Zimpfer, Amy" <Zimpfer.Amy@epa.gov>, "Drake, Kerry"
            <Drake.Kerry@epa.gov>, "gwilley@co.slo.ca.us"
            <gwilley@co.slo.ca.us>, "biering@ammcglaw.com"
            <biering@ammcglaw.com>
Date:   04/10/2015 04:41 PM
Subject:        RE: Appeals Court decision on SLOAPCD dust rule


Hi Larry,


Thank you for sending the court decision.  We are meeting with attorneys on
Monday to discuss an appropriate approach to a letter we would send.


Have a good vacation.


Debbie


-----Original Message-----
From: lallen@co.slo.ca.us [mailto:lallen@co.slo.ca.us]
Sent: Friday, April 10, 2015 2:45 PM
To: Jordan, Deborah
Cc: Zimpfer, Amy; Drake, Kerry; gwilley@co.slo.ca.us; biering@ammcglaw.com
Subject: Appeals Court decision on SLOAPCD dust rule


Hi Debbie,


I just sent you all a copy of the Appeals Court decision just published
this week regarding our dust rule regulating emissions from the Oceano
Dunes State Vehicular Recreation Area. We are holding a special meeting of
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our Board next Thursday, April 16, to discuss the ruling in closed session
and get direction from them on next steps. It would be very helpful if you
could provide us with your thoughts on any concerns EPA might have if we do
not correct the legal inaccuracies in the ruling regarding our authority to
regulate such a source, or if the decision somehow results in overturning
our rule or lessening our ability to enforce it.


A letter from you stating such concerns would be helpful in our discussions
with the Board next Thursday. I will be out of the office on vacation next
week, so if you can provide such a letter, please include Gary Willey, our
Engineering and Compliance Manager, and Ray Biering, District Counsel on
your response. I've cc'd them both above so you have their email addresses.


Thank you for considering this request. I look forward to hearing from you,


Larry


Larry Allen
Air Pollution Control Officer
San Luis Obispo County Air Pollution Control District
Phone:  805 781-5912
Fax:      805 781-1002
Web:    http://www.slocleanair.org


P Please consider the environment before printing this e-mail


[Scanned @co.slo.ca.us]


[Scanned @co.slo.ca.us]
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From: lallen@co.slo.ca.us
To: Zimpfer, Amy
Cc: Jordan, Deborah; Drake, Kerry
Subject: RE: Appeals Court decision on SLOAPCD dust rule
Date: Saturday, April 11, 2015 8:30:36 AM


Thanks Amy - I really appreciate the quick response and support from all of
you. I'm available by cell phone if anyone needs to reach me
(805.471.8035).


Many Thanks!
Larry


Sent with Good (www.good.com)


-------- Original Message --------


From :      "Zimpfer, Amy" <Zimpfer.Amy@epa.gov>
To :             "lallen@co.slo.ca.us" <lallen@co.slo.ca.us>
Cc :        "Jordan, Deborah" <Jordan.Deborah@epa.gov>, "Drake, Kerry"
<Drake.Kerry@epa.gov>
Sent on : 04/10 09:47:50 PM PDT
Subject : Re: Appeals Court decision on SLOAPCD dust rule


Hi Larry,
I got your voicemail and connected with Kerry today. I too am on leave
through Weds next week, but will engage as needed with folks in our office.
Also, I had the opportunity to talk with Karen M. from CARB yesterday and
she described the court action.
Have a good time off.
Let's talk when you're back.
Amy


Amy Zimpfer, Associate Director, USEPA, Region 9
+1 415.947.4146
zimpfer.amy@epa.gov


> On Apr 10, 2015, at 7:59 PM, "lallen@co.slo.ca.us" <lallen@co.slo.ca.us>
wrote:
>
> Thanks Debbie - I really appreciate you being able to respond of such
short
> notice. I look forward to seeing your response.
>
> Larry
>
> Larry Allen
> Air Pollution Control Officer
> San Luis Obispo County Air Pollution Control District
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> Phone:  805 781-5912
> Fax:      805 781-1002
> Web:    http://www.slocleanair.org
>
> P Please consider the environment before printing this e-mail
>
>
>
> From:    "Jordan, Deborah" <Jordan.Deborah@epa.gov>
> To:    "lallen@co.slo.ca.us" <lallen@co.slo.ca.us>
> Cc:    "Zimpfer, Amy" <Zimpfer.Amy@epa.gov>, "Drake, Kerry"
>            <Drake.Kerry@epa.gov>, "gwilley@co.slo.ca.us"
>            <gwilley@co.slo.ca.us>, "biering@ammcglaw.com"
>            <biering@ammcglaw.com>
> Date:    04/10/2015 04:41 PM
> Subject:    RE: Appeals Court decision on SLOAPCD dust rule
>
>
>
> Hi Larry,
>
> Thank you for sending the court decision.  We are meeting with attorneys
on
> Monday to discuss an appropriate approach to a letter we would send.
>
> Have a good vacation.
>
> Debbie
>
> -----Original Message-----
> From: lallen@co.slo.ca.us [mailto:lallen@co.slo.ca.us]
> Sent: Friday, April 10, 2015 2:45 PM
> To: Jordan, Deborah
> Cc: Zimpfer, Amy; Drake, Kerry; gwilley@co.slo.ca.us;
biering@ammcglaw.com
> Subject: Appeals Court decision on SLOAPCD dust rule
>
>
> Hi Debbie,
>
> I just sent you all a copy of the Appeals Court decision just published
> this week regarding our dust rule regulating emissions from the Oceano
> Dunes State Vehicular Recreation Area. We are holding a special meeting
of
> our Board next Thursday, April 16, to discuss the ruling in closed
session
> and get direction from them on next steps. It would be very helpful if
you
> could provide us with your thoughts on any concerns EPA might have if we
do
> not correct the legal inaccuracies in the ruling regarding our authority
to
> regulate such a source, or if the decision somehow results in overturning
> our rule or lessening our ability to enforce it.
>
> A letter from you stating such concerns would be helpful in our
discussions



http://www.slocleanair.org/

mailto:lallen@co.slo.ca.us





> with the Board next Thursday. I will be out of the office on vacation
next
> week, so if you can provide such a letter, please include Gary Willey,
our
> Engineering and Compliance Manager, and Ray Biering, District Counsel on
> your response. I've cc'd them both above so you have their email
addresses.
>
> Thank you for considering this request. I look forward to hearing from
you,
>
> Larry
>
> Larry Allen
> Air Pollution Control Officer
> San Luis Obispo County Air Pollution Control District
> Phone:  805 781-5912
> Fax:      805 781-1002
> Web:    http://www.slocleanair.org
>
> P Please consider the environment before printing this e-mail
>
>
>
>
>
>
>
>
>
>
> [Scanned @co.slo.ca.us]
>
>
>
>
>
>
>
>
>
>
>
>
> [Scanned @co.slo.ca.us]
>


[Scanned @co.slo.ca.us]
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From: lallen@co.slo.ca.us
To: pjenkins@parks.ca.gov; christopher.conlin@parks.ca.gov
Cc: Anthony.Jackson@parks.ca.gov; dcarl@coastal.ca.gov; Jordan, Deborah; rcorey@arb.ca.gov
Subject: APCD Conditional Approval of PMRP
Date: Wednesday, July 10, 2013 10:26:20 AM
Attachments: APCDAcceptLtr_Revised PMRP_32913.pdf


Hi Phil and Chris,


The attached letter provides conditional approval for the most recent
version of the PMRP submitted on March 29, 2013; a hard copy is in the
mail. Please give me a call if you have any questions or concerns regarding
the letter.


Take care,
Larry


(See attached file: APCDAcceptLtr_Revised PMRP_32913.pdf)


Larry Allen
Air Pollution Control Officer
San Luis Obispo County Air Pollution Control District
Phone:  805 781-5912
Fax:      805 781-1002
Web:    http://www.slocleanair.org


P Please consider the environment before printing this e-mail


[Scanned @co.slo.ca.us]
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SLO COUNTY T



apcd Air Pollution Control District
San Luis Obispo County



July 10, 2013



Mr. PhilJenkins, Chief
OHMVR Division
CA Department of Parks & Recreation
1725 23rd St., Ste. 200
Sacramento, CA 95816



SUBJECT: Conditional Approval of the Oceano Dunes State Recreational Vehicle Area
(ODSVRA) Particulate Matter Reduction Plan (PMRP), March 29,2013 Version



Dear Mr. Jenkins:



Thank you for submitting the ODSVRA Particulate Matter Reduction Plan (PMRP), Third Draft,
dated March 29,2013. APCD staff have reviewed the document and still have concerns
regarding some elements of the proposed Plan, as outlined in Attachment 1. Chief among
those concerns is the lengthy timeframes proposed before any control measure
implementation begins due to State Parks'desire to conduct a comprehensive monitoring
program prior to deciding where and what controls will be installed. We believe earlier
control measure implementation is essential to enhance the overall effectiveness of the
controls and achieve timely reduction of emissions and downwind particulate levels. Thus,
Attachment 2 provides a discussion developed by Dr. Chatten Cowherd, of the Midwest
Research lnstitute, describing the typical process used to evaluate and decide on the type,
scope and location of appropriate control measures for reducing sand transport and
particulate emissions. We hope you will find this helpful.



We believe the concerns raised in Attachment 1 can and should be addressed and resolved
as the Coastal Commission permitting process unfolds. ln particular, we recommend State
Parks seek the input of key oversight agencies and other stakeholders on measures that can
reduce sand movement in near shore areas, such as re-establishment of vegetated
foredunes in the areas where they have been destroyed by vehicle activity. State Parks own
studies show such measures are essentialto reduce the energy of the strong onshore winds
that impede successful establishment of vegetation further inland to reduce sand transport.
Providing upwind surface roughness was also shown in the pilot projects to reduce sand
movement and thus reduce the potential for downwind particulate emissions. Based on
those studies, we believe implementing near-shore controls could significantly reduce the
amount of acreage that may otherwise be needed for control measure installations further
inland to achieve the same level of effectiveness.



Nonetheless, the PMRP is State Parks' Plan for complying with Rule 1001, not APCD's. You



have the latitude under the Rule to implement the control measure approach you believe
will most effectively meet the requirements of the Rule. Ultimately, however, you are
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responsible for meeting the performance standard in Section C.3 of the rule when it becomes
effective on May 31 , 201 5. lf implementation of the PM RP fails to meet that standa rd, it will fu rther
jeopardize the health and welfare of all downwind residents and the ability of APCD to meet state
and federal mandates to attain the health-based air quality standards for particulate matter. Thus,



the importance of the PMRP control strategies effectively reducing particulate emissions from the
dunes in a timely manner cannot be overstated.



with that said, we conditionally approve the N4arch 29, 2013 version ofthe ODSVRA Rule 100'lDraft
PMRP subject to the following exceptions and conditions:



'l. Comply with the conditionally approved Monitoring Site Selection Plan.



2. Obtain Air Pollution Control Officer (APCO) approval of the PMro monitoring neovork
required by Rule 1001 .C.2.a



3. lnstall and begin operation ofthe PM10 monitoring network byJuly 31, 2014.



Please note that Rule 1001 requires Air Pollution Control Officer approval of the final monitoring site
locations. Thus, State Parks should not proceed with installing any monitoring equipment required
under Rule 1001 prior to obtaining such approval for the site location and measurement methods.



Please call me at (805) 781-5912 if you have any questions or concerns regarding this cond itional
approval ofthe PMRP or any other aspect of Rule 1001 implementation.



Larry R. Allen
Air Pollution Control Officer



Board of Directors. San Luis Obispo County Air Pollution Control District
General AnthonyJackson, California Department of Parks & Recreation
Chris Conlin, California Department of Parks & Recreation, OHMVR Division
Dan Carl, California Coastal Commission
Richard Corey, California Air Resources Board
DeborahJordan, U.S. EPA Region 9



Sincerely,











ATTACHMENT 1



APcD comments and concerns Regarding the ODSVRA Particulate Matter Reduction
Plan, Third Draft, submitted on March 29,2013



1. The PM RP still retains as its prima ry focus the im plementation of a comprehensive a nd



lengthy temporary air monitoring program, with the emphasis on gathering significant
amounts of data before any control measures are implemented. Given the length of time
proposed for monitoring, it does not appear that control measure implementation will likely
begin before mid-to-late 201 4; this wou ld sign ificantly jeopard ize the a bility of such control
measures to have enough lead time to provide the particulate emission reductions needed
to meet the performance standard of the rule. We believe it imperative to begin control
measure implementation well before that timeframe to ensure their effectiveness,
particularly for revegetation projects that take substantial time to become established and
provide the coverage needed to reduce sand transport.



The PMRP indicates that sand flux measurements and Pi-Swerl data will provide the primary
information base for determining appropriate type, scope and location of control measures
to be implemented. APCD has stated on numerous occasions our serious reservations about
the viability and reliability of Pi-Swerl technology based on its previous performance in the
pilot project and elsewhere. ln particular, for Pi-Swerl measurements in non-ridrng areas, the
very act of placing the device on the ground will artificially disturb any stabilized sand
surface or fragile crust that may be present, reducing the stability it provides to the
underlying sand particles and potentially increasing the emissivity measured by the device.
Thus. we view you r inclusion of actua I sand flux measurements in th is version of the Plan as



an essential element and welcomed its addition to your monitoring program.



ln his September 24,2012 paper addressing the previous draft PMRP, Dr. Chatten Cowherd
identified the importance of sand flux measurements for quantifying the sand flux rates that
must be accommodated by the dust controls so the frequency of control implementation
can be projected. Dr. Cowherd's comments in Attachment 2 also describe the "inverse
modeling" method as the most effective methodology for identifying the most emissive
areas where application of control measures is the highest priority. This method is



embodied in USEPA'S OIM 30: "Method to Quontily Porticulote Motter Emissions from
Windblown Dusf'. Both Dr. Cowherd and Dr. Gillies of DRI were part of an independent panel



that reviewed OTN4 30 and jointly concluded it was the best available approach in dealing
with typically non-uniform sources of wind erosion. This method relies on the use of sand



catchers and Sensits to provide the sand flux measurements needed to perform the
analysis.



Unfortunately, your recent decision not to conduct the sand flux measurements described tn



the Plan removes this essential data source from consideration and is inconsistent with the
Plan you have submitted for approval. While we will not require the sand flux measurements
to be conducted as part of our approval of the plan, we do consider the lack of such data to
be a large hole in your monitoring effort that will diminish the ability to draw meaningful
conclusions from the other data collected.



2.











3. Section 3 ofthe PMRP describes potential control measures under consideration and the
process to be used in determining what, how and where measures are to be applied. Section
3.1 .1 describes potential implementation of vegetation projects, with the caveat that
installing vegetation adjacent to existing vegetated areas has a higher incidence of success
than planting in open sand areas where increased exposure to wind and sand movement
can preclude successfulestablishment ofthe plants. You reference the CGS 2007 Vegetation
lsland Study to support this statement without mentioning another primary and highly
relevant conclusion in that same study: that re-esta blish ment and stabilization of foredunes
is a critical element for establishing vegetation further inland due the ability of the foredunes
to substantially reduce the energy of the winds coming off the ocean and subsequent sand
transport further inland. This was successfully demonstrated in reestablishing the foredunes
northwest of Oso Flaco Lake and is described in detail in the 2007 CGS study.



As mentioned in our cover letter, we believe re-esta blish ment ofvegetated foredunes,
particularly in the Le Grande tract area, to be a key dust control strategy that is missing from
this PMRP. This important strategy is supported by your own studies and seems to be a



critical component for ensuring the success of any dust control measures implemented in
the SVRA. We strongly recommend considering this for inclusion in the control measures you
implement.











Attachment 2



Standard Approach to Characterizing Large Wind Erosion Sources for
Purposes of Control Application



Prepared by Chatten Cowherd, Ph.D.



June 26,2073



Introduction



This analysis of the standard approach to wind erosion source and control characteization is
intended to be applicable to a wide range of applications of cases where saltation is the driving
force for fine particle emissions during high wind events. The methodology is directly
applicable to the Oceano Dunes SVRA Dust Control Project.



Problem Characterization



Wind erosion sources of PMls emissions are particularly difficult to characterize because of the variations
in the emission rate in time and space across the source, due to (a) variations in the wind speed and
associated shear stress and (b) variations in surface texture and exposure to the wind, taking into account
the effects of topography and groundcover. It is well known that the generation of fine particle emissions
is driven by saltating (bouncing) sand-sized particles that sandblast the ground surface. Collisions ofsand
with the ground surface dislodge fine particles that otherwise are bound to larger particles.



The horizontal movement of saltating sand is confined to an air layer of about I -m depth above the
eroding surface. The mass transport of saltating sand follows a consistent profile from the ground to the
top of the saltation layer, so that measurement at a reference height (typically about l5 cm above ground
level) can be used to project the total horizontal movement of saltating particles within the saltation layer.



Because wind erosion is typically non-uniforrn across an eroding area, the source characterization process
starts by gathering evidence on the distribution of emissions across the source area, with special affention
directed to finding the most emissive subareas. This is initiated by observing visible emissions during
high wind events (including videos from elevated vantage points) coupled with analysis of measurements
from air quality monitoring stations impacted by wind generated dust plumes. Any patterns of surface
disturbance by vehicular activity or other phenomena that disturb the ground surface are also factored into
the process. This is followed by inspection of emissive ground areas (between high wind events) for
depth ofloose sand and for scoured areas that may extend down to a subsurface "hard pan" that is
resistant to wind erosion.



The control ofwind erosion should focus on the areas (reservoirs) ofloose sand that drive the generation
of fine dust along downwind trajectories. Near the upwind boundary of the source area,reservoirs of
loose sand may be formed by intrusion from upwind sources. Accumulations of loose sand can also be
created by deposition of saltating sand on the leeward side of obstacles to the wind, including
topographical features and protruding groundcover. In addition, the reservoirs of loose sand can be re-
configured by the action of vehicle activity that grinds and pushes sand into furrows along the routes of
travel, as would be the case with off-road recreational vehicles traveling over sand dunes.











Establishment of a Recognized Assessment Methodolosy



Years of debate about the best approaches to this problem have led to wide recognition of the "inverse
modeling" method as the most effective methodology for identifying the most emissive areas where



application of control measures is the highest priority. This method is embodied into USEPA's OTM 30:
"Method to Quantiff Particulate Matter Emissions from Windblown Dust." OTM 30 has been the basis



for successful dust control on Owens (Dry) Lake, which had been the largest known source of dust



emissions in the U.S. It utilizes atmospheric dispersion modeling to assign culpabilities to emitting
subareas, such that the observed overall impacts on perimeter air quality monitors during high wind
events are best explained.



OTM 30 recognizes the necessity to differentiate among the non-uniformities in the emissivities of sub-



areas that comprise a large area of wind-generated dust emissions. The key to this investigative process is
deploying monitors that provide an independent measure of emitting activity during a high wind event.



Because saltation is the driving force for wind erosion, OTM 30 recommends spatially distributed
saltation monitors (e.g., Cox Sand Catchers and Sensits) that track saltation activity across the eroding
source area during a high wind event. A series of spatially specific proportionality constants (K-Factors)
between saltation rate and PMle emission rate are derived by comparing modeled to observed air quality
across the monitoring network. Once the emitting activity is appropriately assigned to source sub-areas,



to get the best match between modeled and observed air quality, decisions on the most cost-effective
deployment of dust controls can be made. Simply stated, the emitting sub-areas are preferentially
controlled in order of emissivity.



OTM 30 has enabled a90o/o reduction in PMl0 emissions at Owens Lake by controlling emissions across



45 sq. mi. out of the 110 sq. mi. area of the lake bed, but this required a large array of CSCs and Sensits



as well as multiple wind instruments that could track shifts in plume direction over large transport
distances (up to 20 miles). Because most wind erosion sources are much smaller than found at Owens
Lake, most applications of OTM 30 are much more practical to implement as the size of the eroding area
decreases. For example, OTM 30 uses an application to the beach areas of Mono Lake to illustrate the
recommended methodology.



It should be noted that an independent panel ofthree recognized wind erosion experts concluded that
OTM 30 was the best available approach in dealing with typically non-unifofin sources of wind erosion.
No changes in the approach were recommended other than adding more coverage of saltation monitors
and ambient monitors to complete the last stages of cost-effective emission control, which are always
more difficult than earlier stages. Based on endorsements from USEPA and the independent panel of
wind erosion experts for Owens Lake, it would seem that area source wind erosion assessment and
control should begin with OTM 30 as a benchmark, with detailed justifications provided for any
deviations from that approach.



Optimization of Wind Erosion Control



The objective for cost-effective wind erosion control is to stop the movement of saltating sand. In fact,
the effectiveness of candidate wind erosion controls is typically measured in terms of reduction in
saltation rate. Generally it is impractical to achieve control by covering large areas of loose sand with a
woodmulch or other non-erodible material, because of the size of such areas. In addition there is a strong











risk that such protection could be rendered useless because ofthe likelihood ofsand deposition from
missed upwind sources of saltating sand during a high wind event. It is far more practical and effective to
build barriers (e.g., 6-ft high berms) that capture saltating sand immediately downwind of known source
areas. When such barriers filIwith sand on the windward side, they can be rolled directly onto the sand
accumulations, thereby forming alarger barrier with even greater capacity. This eliminates the need for
recovering and transporting large quantities of capfured sand to other locations. Once the movement of
saltating sand is contained, programs to re-vegetate protected bare ground areas can be pursued with
much greater promise of success as a long-term control measure.



In deploying sand barriers most effectively, the goal is to control the largest sources of saltating sand in
order of reservoir size. Another consideration is to configure the baniers so that they do not impede
desired activities such as vehicle movement as in the case of recreational vehicles in sand dune areas.
This requires a detailed analysis of traffic patterns (routes and volumes). Such considerations regarding
vehicular traffic are found in many other wind erosion source applications as well (e.g., construction and
agriculture).



Enhancements from Transect Analysis



Regarding the emission characteization of open sources such as wind erosion, the use of transect analysis
as an investigative tool has become recognized as much more cost-effective than dealing strictly with
fixed-point monitoring. Typically, the high cost of fixed point monitoring limits the deployment of
monitors in relation to the desired coverage, making it difficult to characterize source impacts and
culpabilities.



Transect analysis uses continuous mobile monitoring (along with area-wide wind monitoring) to
characteize plume structure by moving roughly at right-angles to the wind direction at a relatively
consistent travel speed. A monitoring intake height of 2 m above the test vehicle avoids the impacts of
dust generated by the vehicle itself. Moreover, it is not necessary to utilize reference-method samplers in
transect monitoring, because the typically large observed variations in PMls concentration across dust
plumes are not masked by modest inaccuracies in the less expensive and more rugged continuous
monitors used for this purpose. Mobile monitoring provides crosswind characteization of plume
structure that is very revealing with regard to identifuing the most emissive source areas. In addition,
repeated transects will reveal the trends in emissions and potential shifts in emissive hot-spots during a
high wind event. More refined sampling and monitoring analyses targeting the most emissive areas can
then be performed.



Typical Path to Air Pollution Control



In dealing with open (non-ducted) source problems, as with many other scientific investigations, the most
productive path typically proceeds from the general to the specific. Typically in air pollution control, the
assessment process begins by focusing on directly observable source characteristics and associated
macro-features that characterize the most emissive areas (hot-spot analysis). In the case of wind erosion
sources, this would include obvious differences in surface texture, ground cover, topography and
activities such as traffic that mechanically disturb the surface. If gross features can be used to inform
source characteization, there is little value in proceeding to detailed scientific analysis of sub-features
that require extensive time and effort in data collection and analysis. In other words, it makes sense to











move from the general to the specific, and find what can be learned most quickly and inexpensively.
Historically this is what has been done in addressing fugitive dust sources, focusing on development of
emission factors that relate source activity to emission rate and enable the development of emission
inventories based on emission factors and source activity analysis. In turn, the emission inventory is
input into dispersion modeling to assess the source impacts on air quality and to determine the most cost-
effective application of emission controls necessary to meet ambient air quality standards.



Summary



This above analysis of wind erosion source and control characterization is applicable to a wide range of
cases where saltation is the driving force for fine particle emissions during high wind events. Such is the
case for the Oceano Dunes SVRA Dust Control Project. The recommended methodology is based on
OTM 30, which was developed and demonstrated over many years as the best approach in identifying the
most emissive areas where application of control measures is the highest priority. In the early stages of
investigation, direct observation of plumes and eroding surfaces, coupled with transect analysis, are
productive in identiffing the most emissive areas and the factors that contribute to emissivity including
ground disturbances from vehicular traffic. This information is critical to informing the process for
deploying ambient air and saltation monitors for a more detailed analysis of emissivity variations and
optimal locations of control measures. Finally, the most cost-effective controls consist of small footprint
berms of biodegradable materials that contain the movement of saltating sand and require the lowest level
of maintenance activity until longer term surface stabilization by vegetation can be accomplished.
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From: Jordan, Deborah
To: lallen@co.slo.ca.us
Cc: Zimpfer, Amy; Drake, Kerry; gwilley@co.slo.ca.us; biering@ammcglaw.com
Subject: RE: Appeals Court decision on SLOAPCD dust rule
Date: Friday, April 10, 2015 4:41:00 PM


Hi Larry,


Thank you for sending the court decision.  We are meeting with attorneys on Monday to discuss an appropriate
 approach to a letter we would send. 


Have a good vacation.


Debbie


-----Original Message-----
From: lallen@co.slo.ca.us [mailto:lallen@co.slo.ca.us]
Sent: Friday, April 10, 2015 2:45 PM
To: Jordan, Deborah
Cc: Zimpfer, Amy; Drake, Kerry; gwilley@co.slo.ca.us; biering@ammcglaw.com
Subject: Appeals Court decision on SLOAPCD dust rule


Hi Debbie,


I just sent you all a copy of the Appeals Court decision just published this week regarding our dust rule regulating
 emissions from the Oceano Dunes State Vehicular Recreation Area. We are holding a special meeting of our Board
 next Thursday, April 16, to discuss the ruling in closed session and get direction from them on next steps. It would
 be very helpful if you could provide us with your thoughts on any concerns EPA might have if we do not correct
 the legal inaccuracies in the ruling regarding our authority to regulate such a source, or if the decision somehow
 results in overturning our rule or lessening our ability to enforce it.


A letter from you stating such concerns would be helpful in our discussions with the Board next Thursday. I will be
 out of the office on vacation next week, so if you can provide such a letter, please include Gary Willey, our
 Engineering and Compliance Manager, and Ray Biering, District Counsel on your response. I've cc'd them both
 above so you have their email addresses.


Thank you for considering this request. I look forward to hearing from you,


Larry


Larry Allen
Air Pollution Control Officer
San Luis Obispo County Air Pollution Control District
Phone:  805 781-5912
Fax:      805 781-1002
Web:    http://www.slocleanair.org


P Please consider the environment before printing this e-mail
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From: lallen@co.slo.ca.us
To: Jordan, Deborah
Cc: Zimpfer, Amy; Drake, Kerry
Subject: Appeal Court decision on dust rule
Date: Friday, April 10, 2015 2:28:10 PM
Attachments: B248814_OPN_FriendsofOceanoDunes.pdf


Hi Debbie,


As I mentioned in my voicemail, the 3rd District Court of Appeals issued
their decision yesterday on the permit requirement in our dust rule and
found that it's not a contrivance subject to permit. It's a published
decision, so it will affect every air district in the state. It's very
poorly written, with some statements made that are in direct conflict with
established law in the H&SC. The main arguments listed in the decision
appear to be pulled directly from the appellant's briefs. It also provides
no direction on what actions need to be taken as a result of the ruling, or
how it specifically affects our rule. Its a very sloppy piece of work, and
could be interpreted to overturn the entire rule, not just the permit
requirement.


We're scheduling a special meeting of our Board next week to get direction
on how to proceed. We have until April 21 to file a motion for
reconsideration so we can at least get the factual errors corrected; I'm
doubtful my Board will vote to go beyond that and seek reconsideration by
the Supreme Court, but that will be one of the options we present. I would
like to speak with you regarding EPAs opinions on this decision and the
ultimate disposition of our rule.


I would appreciate a brief phone call ASAP in preparation for my Board mtg
on Thursday. I'll be out on vacation all next week, so if don't talk today
please call me on my cell phone. I left a voicemail for Amy as well and
already spoke to Kerry, so he can brief you on our conversation if we are
unable to connect.


I look forward to speaking with you. In the meantime, here's a copy of the
decision for your reading pleasure.


Larry
805.781.5920 desk
805.471.8035 cell


(See attached file: B248814_OPN_FriendsofOceanoDunes.pdf)


Larry Allen
Air Pollution Control Officer
San Luis Obispo County Air Pollution Control District
Phone:  805 781-5912
Fax:      805 781-1002
Web:    http://www.slocleanair.org


P Please consider the environment before printing this e-mail
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CERTIFIED FOR PUBLICATION



IN THE COURT OF APPEAL OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA



SECOND APPELLATE DISTRICT



DIVISION SIX



FRIENDS OF OCEANO DUNES, INC., 



Plaintiff and Appellant,



v.



SAN LUIS OBISPO COUNTY AIR 
POLLUTION CONTROL DISTRICT et
al.,



Defendants and Respondents.



2d Civil No. B248814
(Super. Ct. No. CV120013)
(San Luis Obispo County)



Consistent with the laudable goal of safeguarding the public health, the trial 



court "stretched" to find a dictionary definition of the word "contrivance" to describe a state 



park.  As Justice Oliver Wendall Holmes said:  "A word is not a crystal, transparent and 



unchanged; It is the skin of a living thought and may vary greatly in color and content 



according to the circumstances and the time in which it is used."  (See Almar Limited v 



County of Ventura (1997) 56 Cal.App. 4th 105, 106.)  This appeal "turns" on the meaning of



the word "contrivance."  (Id., at p. 107.)  Neither the trial court nor an appellate court is at 



liberty to pick a dictionary definition to reach a desired result  (See People v. Arno (1979) 



90 Cal.App.3d 505, 514, fn.2.)  As we shall explain, the time-honored rule of ejusdem 



generis requires that in the context of construing Health and Safety Code section 42300 



subdivision (a) a state park is not a "contrivance."  Thus, the trial court erroneously ruled 



that a local air pollution control district has the power to regulate air emissions emanating 



from a state park by a permit requirement. 



COURT OF APPEAL – SECOND DIST. 



        JOSEPH A. LANE, Clerk 



                                  Deputy Clerk



Apr 06, 2015



 gbents
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Friends of Oceano Dunes, Inc., a California non-profit corporation and 



voluntary association, appeals the dismissal of its writ of mandate petition (Code Civ. Proc., 



§ 1085) and complaint for declaratory/injunctive relief.   Appellant contends that the San 



Luis Obispo County Air Pollution Control District (District) exceeded its authority in 



adopting rule 1001 of Regulation X, Fugitive Dust Emission Standards Limitation and 



Prohibitions (Rule 1001), which requires that the California Department of Parks and 



Recreation obtain an air emissions permit to operate the Oceano Dunes States Vehicular 



Recreation Area.  The trial court found that Health and Safety Code section 42300



subdivision (a) authorized District to impose a permit system to regulate sand and dust 



emissions caused by off-road recreational vehicles using the state park.1



Air Pollution Regulation



Two statutory schemes regulate air quality in California: the Federal Clean Air 



Act (42 U.S.C. §§ 7401 et seq.) and the California Clean Air Act (§§ 39000 et seq.).  (See 



California Bldg. Industry Assn. v. San Joaquin Valley Air Pollution Control Dist. (2009) 



178 Cal.App.4th 120, 125.)  Under the federal Clean Air Act, the Environmental Protection 



Agency (EPA) sets national air quality standards for the maximum allowable concentration 



of a given pollutant.  (Ibid.) Each state has the primary responsibility for assuring air 



quality within its geographic area.  (Ibid.)



Under the California Clean Air Act, the California Air Resources Board 



(CARB) is charged with developing a state implementation plan to ensure compliance with 



federal air quality standards.  (§§ 39602; 41502-41505.)   CARB is solely responsible for 



vehicular sources of air pollution.  (§39002.)  Local and regional air pollution control 



districts have the primary responsibility of controlling air pollution from all sources other 



than vehicular sources.  (Ibid.) Section 42300 subdivision (a) provides:  "Every district 



board may establish by regulation, a permit system that requires . . . that before any person 



builds, erects, alters, replaces, operates, or uses any article, machine, equipment, or other 



1 Unless otherwise stated, all statutory references are to the Health and Safety Code.
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contrivance which may cause the issuance of air contaminants, the person obtain a permit to 



do so from the air pollution control officer of the district."  



At issue is whether District is statutorily authorized to regulate the operation 



of the Oceano Dunes State Vehicular Recreational Area (SVRA), a 3,600 acre recreational 



park consisting of natural beach and sand dunes.  SVRA, formerly known as the Pismo 



Dunes State Vehicular Area, was created in 1974 for dune buggies and off-road recreational 



vehicles.  (Sierra Club v. Department of Parks & Recreation (2012) 202 Cal.App.4th 735, 



739.)  Approximately 2,100 acres of the park are closed to motorized recreation and 



managed as native habitat. The SVRA hosts 1.6 million visitors a year who camp, walk, 



fish, surf, and operate off-road vehicles on the beach and sand dunes. Operation of the 



SVRA is important to the state park system, to off-road recreational vehicle communities, 



and to the local coastal economy.



Rule 1001 - Regulation of Dune Vehicle Activity Areas



After research groups determined that the SVRA was a contributing factor to 



elevated PM10 emissions, District conducted its own study and found that off-road



recreational vehicles de-vegetate and disturb the surface crust of sand dunes. 2 This



disturbance increases the ability of winds to blow sand and dust inland to Nipomo Mesa.



PM10 levels at Nipomo Mesa exceed state health standards approximately 65 days a year,



exposing residents to serious health risks. In response to the air emissions problem, District 



adopted Rule 1001 (entitled "Coastal Dunes Dust Control Requirements") which applies to 



any operator of a coastal dune vehicle activity area greater than 100 acres in size. Rule 1001 



provides:  "All facilities subject to this rule shall obtain a Permit to Operate from the Air 



Pollution Control District . . . ."  (Paragraph C, § 5.)  



Trial Court Ruling



2 Under the federal Clean Air Act, the EPA has established national ambient air quality 
standards and identified criteria pollutants that include course particulate matter (PM 10).  
(See California Unions for Reliable Energy v. Mojave Desert Air Quality Management Dist. 
(2009) 178 Cal.App.4th 1225, 1231-1232.)  "Particulate matter (PM) refers to very small 
solid or liquid particles that can be suspended in the atmosphere."  (Id., at p. 1231.)
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Appellant filed a petition for traditional writ of mandate and complaint for 



injunctive/declaratory relief alleging that Rule 1001 exceeds District's statutory authority. 



California Department of Parks and Recreation (State Parks) was named as a real party in 



interest. Denying the writ petition, the trial court concluded that section 42300 granted 



District authority to treat the SVRA as a direct source of air pollution.  The trial court found 



that "a managed recreational facility is reasonably viewed as 'a contrivance' devised by man 



-- i.e., -- not something that occurs naturally, which causes the emissions of airborne 



particulate matter (sand and dust) from the dunes."  



Standing



District argues that appellant lacks standing to prosecute the appeal because it 



is not prejudicially affected by the judgment.  "As a general rule, a party must be 



'beneficially interested' to seek a writ of mandate.  (Code Civ. Proc., § 1086.)"  (Save the 



Plastic Bag Coalition v. City of Manhattan Beach (2011) 52 Cal.4th 155, 165.)  The 



beneficial interest must be direct and substantial.  (Id., at p. 166.)  The trial court found that 



appellant has a beneficial interest in the operation of the SVRA and standing to bring the 



action.  We concur.  The continued operation of the SVRA directly affects appellant and its 



members who have an interest in ensuring that District does not eliminate or restrict off-road



vehicle recreation.



The "public interest" exception also confers standing where the question is one 



of an important public right and the object of the action is to enforce a public duty. (Save 



the Plastic Bag Coalition v City of Manhattan Beach, supra, 52 Cal.4th at p. 166 [corporate 



plaintiff can have both public interest and beneficial interest standing where the challenged 



rule has a severe and immediate effect on member's activities].)  The interpretation and 



scope of section 42300 is a matter of general public interest that affects a broad swath of 



recreational park users and 35 air pollution control districts.  (See e.g., Watershed Enforcers 



v, Department of Water Resources (2010) 185 Cal.App.4th 969, 978.) Santa Barbara 



County Air Pollution Control District, in its amicus brief, concedes that the appeal presents 



an important issue of statutory interpretation affecting the permit authority of all California 



air pollution control districts.
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Standard of Review 



District argues that Rule 1001 is a quasi-legislative act entitled to great 



deference by the court.  (See American Coatings Assn. v. South Coast Air Quality 



Management District (2012) 54 Cal.4th 446, 461.)  Air pollution control districts have the 



authority to "adopt and enforce rules and regulations to achieve state and federal ambient air 



quality standards, in all areas affected by emission sources under their jurisdiction. . ." (§ 



40001, subd. (a).)  Here the writ petition focuses on the narrow issue of whether Rule 1001 



exceeds District's lawmaking authority.  "[W]hen an implementing regulation is challenged 



on the ground that it is 'in conflict with the statute' [citation] or does not 'lay within the 



lawmaking authority delegated by the Legislature [citation], the issue of statutory 



construction is a question of law on which a court exercises independent judgment. 



[Citation.]  In determining whether an agency has incorrectly interpreted the statute it 



purports to implement, a court gives weight to the agency's construction. [Citation.]  'How 



much weight . . . is "situational," and greater weight may be appropriate when an agency has 



a ' "comparative interpretive advantage over the courts" ' as when " 'the legal text to be 



interpreted is technical, obscure, complex, open-ended, or entwined with issues of fact, 



policy, and discretion.' " [Citation.])  'Nevertheless, the proper interpretation of a statute is 



ultimately the court's responsibility.' [Citation.]" (Western States Petroleum Assn. v. Board 



of Equalization (2013) 57 Cal.4th 401, 415-416.)



Direct versus Indirect Sources of PM10 Emissions



Section 42300, subdivision (a) provides that an air pollution control district 



may require "that before any person builds, erects, alters, replaces, operates or uses any 



article, machine, equipment, or other contrivance that may cause the issuance of air 



contaminants, the person obtain a permit to do so from the air pollution control officer of the 



district."  "Person" includes any state or local governmental agency.  (§ 39047, subd. (b).)  



Before Rule 1001 was adopted, no air pollution control district has ever required that a state 



park obtain a permit for the use of off-road recreational vehicles.  The reason is 



straightforward.  Air pollution control districts are not statutorily authorized to regulate 
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motor vehicle emissions (§ 40000) or impose a permit system on indirect sources of air 



pollution.  (See 76 Ops. Cal. Atty. Gen. 11, 19 (1993).)  



Although the California Clean Air Act does not say what an "indirect source" 



is, the federal Clean Air Act defines "indirect source" to mean "a facility, building, structure, 



installation, real property, road, or highway which attracts, or may attract, mobile sources of 



pollution. Such term includes parking lots, parking garages, and other facilities subject to 



any measure for management of parking supply . . . . Direct emissions sources or facilities 



at, within, or associated with, any indirect source shall not be deemed indirect sources. . . ." 



(42 U.S.C. § 7410(a)(5)(C); see California Building Industry Assn. v. San Joaquin Valley 



Air Pollution Control Dist. (2009) 178 Cal.App.4th 120, 126.) 3 An example would be a 



sports facility or parking structure that attracts vehicles (i.e., a mobile source activity).  (42 



U.S.C. § 7410, subd. (a)(5)(C); see South Terminal Corp. v. Environmental Protection 



Agency (1st. Cir, 1974) 504 F.2d 646, 668, fn. 24.)  



District's South County Phase 2 Particulate Study, which is the genesis for 



Rule 1001, states that SVRA off-road vehicular activities are an indirect source of PM10 



emissions:  "Offroad vehicle activity on the dunes is known to cause de-vegetation, 



destabilization of dune structure and destruction of the natural crust on the dune surface [].  



All of these act to increase the ability of winds to entrain sand particles from the dunes and 



carry them to the Mesa, which is an indirect emissions impact from the vehicles."  



(Emphasis added.) 



Because air pollution control districts are precluded from regulating indirect 



sources of PM10 emissions, District asserts on appeal that fugitive dust/sand from the 



SVRA is a direct source emission.  We reject this contention.  The argument would be 



plausible if a state park was operating a sand quarry or removing contaminated soil with 



machinery.  The Legislature has provided that those activities (a stationary source emitting 



3 The California Air Regional Board defines "indirect source" as "any facility, building, 
structure or installation, or combination that attracts mobile source activity that results in the 
emissions of any pollutant for which there is a state ambient air quality standard."  
(California Building Industry Assn. v. San Joaquin Valley Air Pollution Control Dist.,
supra, 178 Cal.App.4th at p. 137.)     
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air pollutants) are subject to regulatory permits.4 (See e.g., § 42310.5 [asphalt plants]; 



§§ 42314.1, 42315 [facilities that burn municipal waste, landfill gas, or digester gas].) A



sand dune, however, is an inert mound of sand.  If off-road recreational vehicles cause or



exacerbate PM10 emissions and District can regulate them, then any local air pollution 



district could control any recreational activity that combines with any natural phenomenon



causing air pollution. This would include boats on a lake, motorcycles in a desert, and 



snowmobiles in a forest.  



Is a State Park a "Contrivance?"



District argues that it has section 42300 regulatory power over the SVRA 



because an "other contrivance" is any man-made improvement that is a direct source of air 



emissions.  "Contrivance" is commonly defined as a "mechanical device" or "an artificial 



arrangement or development."  (Webster's Collegiate Dictionary (10th ed. 1999), p. 252; see 



Baugh v. Beatty (1949) 91 Cal.App.2d 786, 791 [using Webster's definition of 



"contrivance"].)  For purposes of statutory interpretation, the doctrine of ejusdem generis



applies.  In Moore v. California State Bd. of Accountancy (1992) 2 Cal.4th 999, 1011-1012, 



our California Supreme Court has defined this doctrine as follows:  "[W]hen a statute 



contains a list or catalogue of items, a court should determine the meaning of each by 



reference to the others, giving preference to an interpretation that uniformly treats items 



similar in nature and scope. [Citations.]  In accordance with this principle of construction, a 



court will adopt a restrictive meaning of a listed item if acceptance of a more [expansive]



meaning would make other items in the list unnecessary or redundant, or would otherwise 



make the item markedly dissimilar to the other items in the list. [Citations.]"  (Ibid.)



Here the statutory list is "any article, machine, equipment, or other contrivance



which may cause the issuance of air contaminants."  (§ 42300, subd. (a).)  Under the rule of 



4 Section 42310 (which is referenced in section 42300, subdivision (a)) lists activities that 
are exempt from air emissions regulatory permits: the operation of vehicles; structures 
designed for and used exclusively as a dwelling for not more than four families; incinerators 
used in connection with those structures, barbecue equipment not used for commercial 
purposes, and repairs or maintenance not involving structural changes to any equipment for 
which a permit has been granted.  
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ejusdem generis, the general term ["other contrivance"] is " 'restricted to those things that 



are similar to those which are enumerated specifically.' [Citation.]"  (Harris v. Capital 



Growth Investors XIV (1991) 52 Cal.3d 1142, 1160, fn. 7; see Civ. Code, § 3534 



["Particular expressions qualify those which are general."] "Other contrivance" refers to an 



article, machine equipment or device that a person builds, erects, alters, replaces, operates, 



or uses.



District argues that the SVRA is a "contrivance" because it has gates, fences, 



walking paths, access roads, signage, parking lots, and restrooms.  But these improvements



to the dunes are not the cause of the emissions.  They do not directly or indirectly cause 



emissions and without them, off-road recreational vehicles would still go to the park.  We 



do not believe that a fence or sign designating the sand dunes as an off-road recreational 



area makes the SVRA a "contrivance" or a direct source of air pollution.  If the rule was 



otherwise, District would have the authority to regulate the operation of any state park



simply because the park has as a fence, gate, sign, or parking lot.  



Pursuant to the ejusdem generis rule, the courts could reasonably construe the 



word "contrivance" as e.g., any tool, implement, apparatus, device, appliance or mechanism.



They are "similar in nature and scope" with the words, "article, machine, equipment." The



objective reader should ask whether a state park is "similar in nature and scope" with the 



words "article, machine, equipment."  We borrow from Justice Holmes.  A word, the skin of 



a living thought, can be stretched only so far before a new color and content emerges.  The



"circumstances" in which the word "contrivance" is used in section 42300 subdivision (a)



compel the conclusion that the Legislature did not contemplate that a "contrivance" would 



include a state park.  



If District wants to add a state park to the section 42300 list, the remedy lies 



with the Legislature.  Rule 1001, as written, attempts to do indirectly what District cannot 



do directly.  We have no power to rewrite section 42300 or, under the guise of construction, 



read into the statute something the Legislature omitted.  " ' "Courts must take a statute as 



they find it, and [even] if its operation results in inequality or hardship in some cases, the 



remedy therefore lies with the legislative authority." ' [Citation.]" (Sierra Club. v. 
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Department of Parks & Recreation, supra, 202 Cal.App.4th at p. 744.) We express no 



opinion on whether or how the Legislature should remedy the perceived problem.  



The judgment (order dismissing petition for writ of mandate and complaint for 



injunctive/declaratory relief) is reversed. Appellant is awarded costs on appeal.



CERTIFIED FOR PUBLICATION



YEGAN, J.
We concur:



GILBERT, P.J.



PERREN, J.
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From: Jordan, Deborah
To: lterry@arb.ca.gov
Subject: Re: Oceano Dunes
Date: Friday, January 31, 2014 7:42:22 AM


Hi Lynn,
Thanks for letting me know. Your approach makes sense to me. Meredith will be back on Monday
 and I'll talk to her about it. 
Debbie 


Deborah Jordan 
Director, Air Division 
EPA Region 9 
(415) 972-3133


From: Terry, Lynn@ARB <lterry@arb.ca.gov>
Sent: Thursday, January 30, 2014 4:25:05 PM
To: Jordan, Deborah
Cc: Magliano, Karen@ARB
Subject: Oceano Dunes
 
Hi Debbie - we are continuing to meet with the parties with generally postive movement.  One outcome
 has been a consensus that there be independent review of the short term monitoring data being used to
 decide where the compliance monitors should go. Questions have been raised about the validity of some
 data primarily based on concerns that monitors were not always operating properly. I suggested
 independent review by a team of experts from ARB and EPA.  It's a quick turnaround but Karen Magliano
 thinks its not too big a task.  Karen would coordinate but she is also involved in the broader discussion
 so we have proposed a technical team of three: an ARB instrumentation expert from our monitoring
 division, an ARB PM data analyst, and Meredith Kurpius from your staff for general QA
 expertise.  Meredith has great credentials and would  be a real help.  Karen says Meredith is out this
 week so I wanted to let you know our request is coming.  if you have any thoughts or concerns please
 give me a call.  thanks - Lynn      



mailto:/O=EXCHANGELABS/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=B3DBF2D18EC74D249D23EF5B7791E02B-DJORDAN
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From: lallen@co.slo.ca.us
To: Jordan, Deborah
Cc: Zimpfer, Amy; Drake, Kerry; gwilley@co.slo.ca.us; biering@ammcglaw.com
Subject: Appeals Court decision on SLOAPCD dust rule
Date: Friday, April 10, 2015 2:45:09 PM


Hi Debbie,


I just sent you all a copy of the Appeals Court decision just published
this week regarding our dust rule regulating emissions from the Oceano
Dunes State Vehicular Recreation Area. We are holding a special meeting of
our Board next Thursday, April 16, to discuss the ruling in closed session
and get direction from them on next steps. It would be very helpful if you
could provide us with your thoughts on any concerns EPA might have if we do
not correct the legal inaccuracies in the ruling regarding our authority to
regulate such a source, or if the decision somehow results in overturning
our rule or lessening our ability to enforce it.


A letter from you stating such concerns would be helpful in our discussions
with the Board next Thursday. I will be out of the office on vacation next
week, so if you can provide such a letter, please include Gary Willey, our
Engineering and Compliance Manager, and Ray Biering, District Counsel on
your response. I've cc'd them both above so you have their email addresses.


Thank you for considering this request. I look forward to hearing from you,


Larry


Larry Allen
Air Pollution Control Officer
San Luis Obispo County Air Pollution Control District
Phone:  805 781-5912
Fax:      805 781-1002
Web:    http://www.slocleanair.org


P Please consider the environment before printing this e-mail


[Scanned @co.slo.ca.us]
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From: ktupper@co.slo.ca.us
To: Jordan, Deborah
Cc: Clover, Fletcher; YOSHIMURA, GWEN; Kurpius, Meredith; prainey@arb.ca.gov; gsweiger@arb.ca.gov;


 kbrooks_apcd@co.slo.ca.us; jacontreras@co.slo.ca.us
Subject: CY 2013 Data Certification materials for San Luis Obispo County Air Pollution Control District (0946)
Date: Monday, April 07, 2014 4:36:11 PM
Attachments: SanLuisObispoCoverLetter.pdf


SanLuisObispoAMP600-signed.pdf
SanLuisObispoAMP450NC.pdf


 
Dear Ms. Jordan,
 
Please find attached to this email the data certification materials for the San Luis Obispo County Air Pollution
 Control District for calendar year 2013. Attached are a signed cover letter, a signed AMP600 report, and an
 AMP450NC report. If you have any questions, require additional information, or if there is any problem with our
 certification materials, please contact me at this email address or the phone number below.
 
Sincerely,


Karl A Tupper
Air Quality Specialist, Monitoring 
Air Pollution Control District
County of San Luis Obispo 
ph: 805.781.5912
email: ktupper@co.slo.ca.us
web: www.slocleanair.org
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Parameter:
PQAO Name:



07/27/2007Quality Assurance Project Plan Approval Date:



Collocation Summary



# Sites
# Sites 



Req
# Sites 



Collocated
%



Collocated
CV
Est CV UB



Criteria
Met?Method



117
118
145
170
195



6
24
2



26
1



1
4
1
4
1



0
7
1
2
0



0
100
100
50
0



  18.00
   6.96
  15.67



  18.85
   8.46
  16.71



N
Y
Y
N
N



PEP Summary
#



Methods
# Audited
Methods



# PEP
Required



# PEP
Submitted



%
Complete Bias



Criteria
Met?



5 0 8 0 0 Y



Monitors Summaries



Method
Monitor



Type Mean Min Max
Exceed.
Count



Outlier
Count



%
Complete Bias



%
Complete



Flow Rate Audit Collocation



%
CompleteCV



PQAO
Crit. Met



PEP
PQAO



Crit. Met



Routine Data (ug/m3) Concurrence Flag



AQS Rec
Flag



CA Rec
Flag



EPA
Eval.



06-079-2004



06-079-2007



06-079-8001



1



1



3



170



170



170



SLAMS



SLAMS



SLAMS



 9.78



 12.52



 7.61



-4.0



-4.0



-5.0



 136.0



 162.0



 63.0



0



0



0



97



98



98



AQS Site ID POC



+0.60



-0.39



-0.62



100



100



100



N



N



N



Y



Y



Y



N



N



N



Y



Y



Y



Submitter Comment:



Submitter Comment:



Submitter Comment:



Collocation requirements being dealt with at PQAO level. 
SLOAPCD believes PM2.5 data is of the highest quality



Collocation requirements being dealt with at PQAO level. 
SLOAPCD believes PM2.5 data is of the highest quality



Collocation requirements being dealt with at PQAO level. 
SLOAPCD believes PM2.5 data is of the highest quality



EPA Comment:



EPA Comment:



EPA Comment:



QAPP
Appr.



Y



Y



Y



S



S



S











Data Concurrence and Evaluation Report for Lead













UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY



QUICKLOOK ALL PARAMETERS



Apr. 3, 2014Report Request ID: 1194065 Report Code: AMP450NC



Selection Criteria Page 1



User ID: KTD



State County CitySite Parameter POC AQCR UAR CBSA CSA
EPA



Region



06 079



GEOGRAPHIC SELECTIONS



PROTOCOL SELECTIONS



Parameter



Classification Parameter Method Duration



ALL



SELECTED OPTIONS



EVENTS PROCESSING



MERGE PDF FILES



AGENCY ROLE



Option Type Option Value



EXCLUDE REGIONALLY CONCURRED EVENTS



YES



PQAO



SORT ORDER



1



2



3



4



5



6



7



Order Column



STATE_CODE



COUNTY_CODE



SITE_ID



PARAMETER_CODE



POC



DATES



EDT_ID



DATE CRITERIA



2013



Start Date End Date



2013



Tribal



Code



APPLICABLE STANDARDS



Standard Description



CO 8-hour 1971



Lead 3-Month 2009



Lead 3-Month PM10 Surrogate 2009



Lead Quarterly 1978



NO2 Annual 1971



Ozone 8-Hour 2008



PM10 24-hour 2006



PM25 24-hour 2006



SO2 1-hour 2010











UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY



AIR QUALITY SYSTEM



Apr. 3, 2014
QUICKLOOK ALL PARAMETERS



EXCEPTIONAL DATA TYPES



EDT DESCRIPTION



0



1



2



5



NO EVENTS



EVENTS EXCLUDED



EVENTS INCLUDED



EVENTS WITH CONCURRENCE EXCLUDED











UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY



AIR QUALITY SYSTEM



Apr. 3, 2014



Note: The * indicates that the mean does not



satisfy summary criteria.



QUICKLOOK ALL PARAMETERS



Page 2 of 8



P



O



C PQAO Year
#



Obs



1st Max



Value



2nd Max



Value



3rd Max



Value



4th Max



Value



Arith.



Mean Duration



E
D



T



1



1



1



1



2



1



1



1



1



2



1



1



1



1



3



3



3



1



1



0145



0145



0145



0145



0145



0145



0145



0145



0145



0145



0145



0145



0145



0145



0145



0145



0145



0145



0145



2013



2013



2013



2013



2013



2013



2013



2013



2013



2013



2013



2013



2013



2013



2013



2013



2013



2013



2013



 3605



 3624



 3624



 2208



 3558



 8010



 8010



 8010



 8117



******



 8566



 8566



 8566



 8649



 356



 8540



 8543



 356



 8547



.067



13.4



360



96



152



15.8



359



84.8



146.0



251.0



22.0



359



81.5



85



132



642



642



32.0



136.0



.061



13.3



360



95



134



15.7



359



81.7



68.0



202.0



21.6



359



78.7



85



125



490



505



30.2



122.0



.061



13.3



360



94



132



15.5



359



80.2



55.0



197.0



21.6



359



77.6



84



122



489



497



28.3



111.0



.058



13.2



360



94



124



15.4



359



80.0



53.0



195.0



21.3



359



77.6



83



106



476



486



26.7



95.0



.0399*



3.50*



208.6*



60.0*



17.8*



3.37 



167.4 



27.66 



4.46 



1.23 



3.85 



204.3 



25.33 



55.3 



29.3 



29.7 



30.7 



9.74 



9.78 



8-HR RUN 



AVG BEGIN 



HOUR



1 HOUR



1 HOUR



1 HOUR



1 HOUR



1 HOUR



1 HOUR



1 HOUR



1 HOUR



5 MINUTE



1 HOUR



1 HOUR



1 HOUR



1 HOUR



24-HR BLK 



AVG



1 HOUR



1 HOUR



24-HR BLK 



AVG



1 HOUR



0



0



0



0



0



0



0



0



0



0



0



0



0



0



0



0



0



0



0



44201



61103



61104



62102



85101



61103



61104



61106



42401



42401



61103



61104



61106



62101



81102



81102



85101



88101



88101



Parameter



Site ID:



Site ID:



Site ID:



Site ID:



06-079-0005



06-079-2001



06-079-2004



06-079-2006



El Paso de Robles 



(corporate name for Paso 



Robles)



Grover Beach



Nipomo



San Luis Obispo



City:



City:



City:



City:



San Luis Obispo



San Luis Obispo



San Luis Obispo



San Luis Obispo



Unit



County:



County:



County:



County:



235 SANTA FE AVENUE, PASO ROBLES, CA



9 LE SAGE DR., GROVER CITY



1300 GUADALUPE RD., NIPOMO, CA., 93444



3220 SOUTH HIGUERA STREET, SAN LUIS OBISPO



Address:



Address:



Address:



Address:



Ozone



Wind Speed - Resultant



Wind Direction - Resultant



Virtual Temperature



PM10 - LC



Wind Speed - Resultant



Wind Direction - Resultant



Std Dev Hz Wind Direction



Sulfur dioxide



Sulfur dioxide



Wind Speed - Resultant



Wind Direction - Resultant



Std Dev Hz Wind Direction



Outdoor Temperature



PM10 Total 0-10um STP



PM10 Total 0-10um STP



PM10 - LC



PM2.5 - Local Conditions



PM2.5 - Local Conditions



Parts per million



Knots



Degrees Compass



Degrees Fahrenheit



Micrograms/cubic meter



(LC)



Knots



Degrees Compass



Degrees Compass



Parts per billion



Parts per billion



Knots



Degrees Compass



Degrees Compass



Degrees Fahrenheit



Micrograms/cubic meter



(25 C)



Micrograms/cubic meter



(25 C)



Micrograms/cubic meter



(LC)



Micrograms/cubic meter



(LC)



Micrograms/cubic meter



(LC)



Meth



087



066



066



128



122



061



061



020



000



000



000



000



020



040



122



122



122



170



170



Cert& 



Eval



S



S



S



S



S



S











UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY



AIR QUALITY SYSTEM



Apr. 3, 2014



Note: The * indicates that the mean does not



satisfy summary criteria.



QUICKLOOK ALL PARAMETERS
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P



O



C PQAO Year
#



Obs



1st Max



Value



2nd Max



Value



3rd Max



Value



4th Max



Value



Arith.



Mean Duration



E
D



T



1



1



1



1



3



3



3



1



1



1



2



2



2



1



1



1



1



1



1



0145



0145



0145



0145



0145



0145



0145



0145



0145



0145



0145



0145



0145



0145



0145



0145



0145



0145



0145



2013



2013



2013



2013



2013



2013



2013



2013



2013



2013



2013



2013



2013



2013



2013



2013



2013



2013



2013



 3602



 3623



 3623



 2208



 3520



 3492



 146



 8564



 8564



 8564



 8612



 360



 8612



 8601



 360



 7967



 7967



 7967



 8641



.061



23.1



360



88



995



985.0



53.7



19.9



359



78.7



708



163



709



162.0



39.6



54.0



37.0



72.0



.051



.051



21.6



360



87



995



39.0



15.7



19.9



359



76.2



636



158



656



158.0



36.5



51.0



37.0



72.0



.051



.051



21.2



359



85



75



38.0



14.2



18.2



359



76.2



623



152



636



155.0



35.4



45.0



35.0



71.0



.051



.048



21.2



359



82



72



36.0



13.8



18.1



359



75.7



616



148



630



155.0



33.8



43.0



34.0



68.0



.050



.0361*



5.70*



248.9*



56.9*



18.6*



7.27*



7.22*



3.54 



197.2 



25.05 



40.4 



39.9 



41.8 



12.52 



12.50 



1.55 



3.50 



5.50 



.0344 



8-HR RUN 



AVG BEGIN 



HOUR



1 HOUR



1 HOUR



1 HOUR



1 HOUR



1 HOUR



24-HR BLK 



AVG



1 HOUR



1 HOUR



1 HOUR



1 HOUR



24-HR BLK 



AVG



1 HOUR



1 HOUR



24-HR BLK 



AVG



1 HOUR



1 HOUR



1 HOUR



8-HR RUN 



AVG BEGIN 



HOUR



0



0



0



0



0



0



0



0



0



0



0



0



0



0



0



0



0



0



0



44201



61103



61104



62102



85101



88101



88101



61103



61104



61106



81102



81102



85101



88101



88101



42601



42602



42603



44201



Parameter



Site ID:



Site ID:



Site ID:



06-079-2006



06-079-2007



06-079-3001



San Luis Obispo



Arroyo Grande



Morro Bay



City:



City:



City:



San Luis Obispo



San Luis Obispo



San Luis Obispo



Unit



County:



County:



County:



3220 SOUTH HIGUERA STREET, SAN LUIS OBISPO



2391 Willow Road, Arroyo Grande, California



MORRO BAY BLVD & KERN AVE, MORRO BAY



Address:



Address:



Address:



Ozone



Wind Speed - Resultant



Wind Direction - Resultant



Virtual Temperature



PM10 - LC



PM2.5 - Local Conditions



PM2.5 - Local Conditions



Wind Speed - Resultant



Wind Direction - Resultant



Std Dev Hz Wind Direction



PM10 Total 0-10um STP



PM10 Total 0-10um STP



PM10 - LC



PM2.5 - Local Conditions



PM2.5 - Local Conditions



Nitric oxide (NO)



Nitrogen dioxide (NO2)



Oxides of nitrogen (NOx)



Ozone



Parts per million



Knots



Degrees Compass



Degrees Fahrenheit



Micrograms/cubic meter



(LC)



Micrograms/cubic meter



(LC)



Micrograms/cubic meter



(LC)



Knots



Degrees Compass



Degrees Compass



Micrograms/cubic meter



(25 C)



Micrograms/cubic meter



(25 C)



Micrograms/cubic meter



(LC)



Micrograms/cubic meter



(LC)



Micrograms/cubic meter



(LC)



Parts per billion



Parts per billion



Parts per billion



Parts per million



Meth



087



066



066



128



122



170



170



000



000



020



122



122



122



170



170



099



099



099



087



Cert& 



Eval



S



S



S



S



S



S
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Note: The * indicates that the mean does not



satisfy summary criteria.
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P



O



C PQAO Year
#



Obs



1st Max



Value



2nd Max



Value



3rd Max



Value



4th Max



Value



Arith.



Mean Duration



E
D



T



1



1



1



1



1



1



1



1



1



1



1



2



2



2



1



1



1



1



1



1



1



1



3



0145



0145



0145



0145



0145



0145



0145



0145



0145



0145



0145



0145



0145



0145



0145



0145



0145



0145



0145



0145



0145



0145



0145



2013



2013



2013



2013



2013



2013



2013



2013



2013



2013



2013



2013



2013



2013



2013



2013



2013



2013



2013



2013



2013



2013



2013



 8464



 8464



 8462



 8168



 8168



 8168



 8605



 8579



 8578



 8578



 8751



 8650



 361



 8650



 7811



 7811



 7811



 8557



 8695



 8695



 8694



 8753



 361



14.2



359



81.8



60.0



35.0



88.0



.072



16.1



359



84.5



94



410



107



431



90.0



42.0



114.0



.070



11.7



359



89.6



106



59



14.0



359



80.7



48.0



34.0



72.0



.059



15.7



359



83.9



93



295



76



306



90.0



42.0



110.0



.065



11.5



359



89.2



106



55



13.8



359



80.2



41.0



34.0



67.0



.058



15.2



359



82.7



90



259



71



264



78.0



40.0



105.0



.064



11.3



359



88.9



105



50



13.8



359



78.7



38.0



33.0



61.0



.056



14.1



359



82.7



88



234



65



236



77.0



39.0



103.0



.061



11.0



359



88.2



105



44



3.66 



189.5 



25.09 



.42 



2.89 



3.72 



.0372 



2.70 



206.6 



30.44 



55.7 



25.6 



25.1 



26.4 



3.39 



6.65 



10.45 



.0398 



2.37 



170.0 



36.61 



57.6 



19.2 



1 HOUR



1 HOUR



1 HOUR



1 HOUR



1 HOUR



1 HOUR



8-HR RUN 



AVG BEGIN 



HOUR



1 HOUR



1 HOUR



1 HOUR



1 HOUR



1 HOUR



24-HR BLK 



AVG



1 HOUR



1 HOUR



1 HOUR



1 HOUR



8-HR RUN 



AVG BEGIN 



HOUR



1 HOUR



1 HOUR



1 HOUR



1 HOUR



24-HR BLK 



AVG



0



0



0



0



0



0



0



0



0



0



0



0



0



0



0



0



0



0



0



0



0



0



0



61103



61104



61106



42601



42602



42603



44201



61103



61104



61106



62101



81102



81102



85101



42601



42602



42603



44201



61103



61104



61106



62101



81102



Parameter



Site ID:



Site ID:



Site ID:



06-079-3001



06-079-4002



06-079-8001



Morro Bay



Nipomo



Atascadero



City:



City:



City:



San Luis Obispo



San Luis Obispo



San Luis Obispo



Unit



County:



County:



County:



MORRO BAY BLVD & KERN AVE, MORRO BAY



NIPOMO REGIONAL PARK, NIPOMO, CA.



6005 LEWIS AVENUE, ATASCADERO, CA 93422



Address:



Address:



Address:



Wind Speed - Resultant



Wind Direction - Resultant



Std Dev Hz Wind Direction



Nitric oxide (NO)



Nitrogen dioxide (NO2)



Oxides of nitrogen (NOx)



Ozone



Wind Speed - Resultant



Wind Direction - Resultant



Std Dev Hz Wind Direction



Outdoor Temperature



PM10 Total 0-10um STP



PM10 Total 0-10um STP



PM10 - LC



Nitric oxide (NO)



Nitrogen dioxide (NO2)



Oxides of nitrogen (NOx)



Ozone



Wind Speed - Resultant



Wind Direction - Resultant



Std Dev Hz Wind Direction



Outdoor Temperature



PM10 Total 0-10um STP



Knots



Degrees Compass



Degrees Compass



Parts per billion



Parts per billion



Parts per billion



Parts per million



Knots



Degrees Compass



Degrees Compass



Degrees Fahrenheit



Micrograms/cubic meter



(25 C)



Micrograms/cubic meter



(25 C)



Micrograms/cubic meter



(LC)



Parts per billion



Parts per billion



Parts per billion



Parts per million



Knots



Degrees Compass



Degrees Compass



Degrees Fahrenheit



Micrograms/cubic meter



(25 C)



Meth



061



061



020



099



099



099



087



000



000



020



040



122



122



122



099



099



099



087



061



061



020



040



122



Cert& 



Eval



S



S



S



S



S



S



S
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P



O



C PQAO Year
#



Obs



1st Max



Value



2nd Max



Value



3rd Max



Value



4th Max



Value



Arith.



Mean Duration



E
D



T



3



3



3



3



1



1



1



1



1



1



1



1



1



1



0145



0145



0145



0145



0145



0145



0145



0145



0145



0145



0145



0145



0145



0145



2013



2013



2013



2013



2013



2013



2013



2013



2013



2013



2013



2013



2013



2013



 8626



 8627



 361



 8589



 8677



 8696



 8696



 8696



 8716



 8651



 8672



 8672



 8645



 8653



215



206



33.0



63.0



.081



32.6



359



79.9



100



.074



24.9



359



81.9



107



205



198



32.5



63.0



.080



31.0



359



74.1



100



.071



23.1



359



81.3



107



143



140



30.3



60.0



.077



29.4



358



74.1



100



.071



22.8



359



79.0



106



138



140



30.3



55.0



.075



29.1



358



73.2



100



.067



21.7



359



78.3



106



19.7 



19.7 



7.58 



7.61 



.0496 



9.52 



164.0 



11.49 



60.0 



.0469 



4.31 



178.8 



26.19 



59.0 



1 HOUR



1 HOUR



24-HR BLK 



AVG



1 HOUR



8-HR RUN 



AVG BEGIN 



HOUR



1 HOUR



1 HOUR



1 HOUR



1 HOUR



8-HR RUN 



AVG BEGIN 



HOUR



1 HOUR



1 HOUR



1 HOUR



1 HOUR



0



0



0



0



0



0



0



0



0



0



0



0



0



0



81102



85101



88101



88101



44201



61103



61104



61106



62101



44201



61103



61104



61106



62101



Parameter



Site ID:



Site ID:



Site ID:



06-079-8001



06-079-8005



06-079-8006



Atascadero



Not in a city



Not in a city



City:



City:



City:



San Luis Obispo



San Luis Obispo



San Luis Obispo



Unit



County:



County:



County:



6005 LEWIS AVENUE, ATASCADERO, CA 93422



3601 GILLIS CANYON ROAD



9640 CARRIZO HIGHWAY



Address:



Address:



Address:



PM10 Total 0-10um STP



PM10 - LC



PM2.5 - Local Conditions



PM2.5 - Local Conditions



Ozone



Wind Speed - Resultant



Wind Direction - Resultant



Std Dev Hz Wind Direction



Outdoor Temperature



Ozone



Wind Speed - Resultant



Wind Direction - Resultant



Std Dev Hz Wind Direction



Outdoor Temperature



Micrograms/cubic meter



(25 C)



Micrograms/cubic meter



(LC)



Micrograms/cubic meter



(LC)



Micrograms/cubic meter



(LC)



Parts per million



Knots



Degrees Compass



Degrees Compass



Degrees Fahrenheit



Parts per million



Knots



Degrees Compass



Degrees Compass



Degrees Fahrenheit



Meth



122



122



170



170



087



061



061



020



040



087



061



061



020



040



Cert& 



Eval



S



S



S



S



S
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Note: The * indicates that the mean does not
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PARAMETER
METHOD



CODE COLLECTION METHOD ANALYSIS METHOD



METHODS USED IN THIS REPORT



42401



42601



42602



42603



44201



61103



61103



61103



61104



61104



61104



61106



62101



62102



81102



85101



88101



000



099



099



099



087



000



061



066



000



061



066



020



040



128



122



122



170



MULTIPLE METHODS



INSTRUMENTAL



INSTRUMENTAL



INSTRUMENTAL



INSTRUMENTAL



MULTIPLE METHODS



Instrumental



Instrumental



MULTIPLE METHODS



Instrumental



Instrumental



INSTRUMENTAL



INSTRUMENTAL



RADAR PROFILER



INSTRUMENT MET ONE 4 MODELS



INSTRUMENT MET ONE 4 MODELS



Met One BAM-1020 Mass Monitor w/VSCC



MULTIPLE METHODS



GAS PHASE CHEMILUMINESCENCE



GAS PHASE CHEMILUMINESCENCE



GAS PHASE CHEMILUMINESCENCE



ULTRA VIOLET ABSORPTION



MULTIPLE METHODS



Met One Sonic Anemometer Model 50.5



RM Young Ultrasonic Anemometer Model 81000



MULTIPLE METHODS



Met One Sonic Anemometer Model 50.5



RM Young Ultrasonic Anemometer Model 81000



ARITHMETIC STANDARD DEVIATION



ELECTRONIC OR MACHINE AVG.



RADAR PROFILER



BETA ATTENUATION



BETA ATTENUATION



Beta Attenuation
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M



N



S



U



X



Y



The monitoring organization has revised data from this monitor since the



most recent certification letter received from the state.



The certifying agency has submitted the certification letter and required



summary reports, but the certifying agency and/or EPA has determined



that issues regarding the quality of the ambient concentration data cannot



be resolved due to data completeness, the lack of performed quality



assurance checks or the results of uncertainty statistics shown in the



AMP255 report or the certification and quality assurance report.



The certifying agency has submitted the certification letter and required



summary reports. A value of "S" conveys no Regional assessment regarding



data quality per se. This flag will remain until the Region provides an "N" or



"Y" concurrence flag.



Uncertified. The certifying agency did not submit a required certification



letter and summary reports for this monitor even though the due date has



passed, or the state's certification letter specifically did not apply the



certification to this monitor.



Certification is not required by 40 CFR 58.15 and no conditions apply to be



the basis for assigning another flag value



The certifying agency has submitted a certification letter, and EPA has no



unresolved reservations about data quality (after reviewing the letter, the



attached summary reports, the amount of quality assurance data



submitted to AQS, the quality statistics, and the highest reported



concentrations).



MEANING



CERTIFICATION EVALUATION AND CONCURRENCE FLAG MEANINGS



FLAG













From: ktupper@co.slo.ca.us
To: Clover, Fletcher; Kurpius, Meredith; Vallano, Dena; gsweiger@arb.ca.gov; Jordan, Deborah
Cc: aarlingenet@co.slo.ca.us; jacontreras@co.slo.ca.us
Subject: CY 2014 Data Certification for San Luis Obispo APCD
Date: Tuesday, April 07, 2015 4:41:04 PM
Attachments: Coverletter-signed.pdf


AMP600-signed.pdf
AMP450NC_040715.pdf


 
Dear Ms. Jordan,
 
Please find attached the data certification package for CY 2014 for the San Luis Obispo County Air Pollution
 Control District. A signed cover, signed AMP600 report, and an AMP450NC report are attached to this email.
 Please contact me if you or your staff have any questions or issues. This is being submitted via this email only; if
 you require a hard copy please let me know.
 
Thank You,


Karl A Tupper
Air Quality Specialist, Monitoring 
Air Pollution Control District
County of San Luis Obispo 
ph: 805.781.5912
email: ktupper@co.slo.ca.us
web: www.slocleanair.org


[Scanned @co.slo.ca.us]
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Selection Criteria Page 1



User ID: KTD



State County CitySite Parameter POC AQCR UAR CBSA CSA
EPA



Region



06 079



GEOGRAPHIC SELECTIONS



PROTOCOL SELECTIONS



Parameter



Classification Parameter Method Duration



ALL



SELECTED OPTIONS



MERGE PDF FILES



EVENTS PROCESSING



AGENCY ROLE



Option Type Option Value



YES



EXCLUDE REGIONALLY CONCURRED EVENTS



PQAO



SORT ORDER



1



2



3



4



5



6



7



Order Column



STATE_CODE



COUNTY_CODE



SITE_ID



PARAMETER_CODE



POC



DATES



EDT_ID



SCR GROUP SELECTIONS



San Luis Obispo Co, CA



DATE CRITERIA



2014



Start Date End Date



2014



Tribal



Code



APPLICABLE STANDARDS



Standard Description



CO 8-hour 1971



Lead 3-Month 2009



Lead 3-Month PM10 Surrogate 2009



Lead Quarterly 1978



NO2 Annual 1971



Ozone 8-Hour 2008



PM10 24-hour 2006



PM25 24-hour 2013



SO2 1-hour 2010











UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
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QUICKLOOK ALL PARAMETERS



EXCEPTIONAL DATA TYPES



EDT DESCRIPTION



0



1



2



5



NO EVENTS



EVENTS EXCLUDED



EVENTS INCLUDED



EVENTS WITH CONCURRENCE EXCLUDED
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P



O



C PQAO Year
#



Obs



1st Max



Value



2nd Max



Value



3rd Max



Value



4th Max



Value



Arith.



Mean Duration



E
D



T



1



1



1



1



2



1



1



1



1



3



3



3



1



1



1



1



1



2



2



2



1



0145



0145



0145



0145



0145



0145



0145



0145



0145



0145



0145



0145



0145



0145



0145



0145



0145



0145



0145



0145



0145



2014



2014



2014



2014



2014



2014



2014



2014



2014



2014



2014



2014



2014



2014



2014



2014



2014



2014



2014



2014



2014



 7817



 7817



 7817



 8327



******



 8599



 8599



 8599



 8740



 8647



 360



 8646



 351



 8459



 8616



 8616



 8616



 8638



 361



 8638



 8621



16.8



359



88.4



9.0



29.0



24.9



359



82.9



92



544



150



546



37.5



107.0



18.7



359



84.4



723



165



726



139.0



16.3



359



84.3



4.0



20.0



21.5



359



80.4



92



447



107



452



26.5



107.0



18.0



359



84.1



578



157



585



138.0



15.2



359



82.4



4.0



20.0



21.3



359



78.7



90



445



102



451



23.4



103.0



16.9



359



82.0



550



142



559



136.0



14.9



359



79.1



4.0



18.0



20.9



359



77.0



90



419



99



423



23.4



99.0



16.1



359



81.3



544



140



558



133.0



3.46 



166.0 



24.99 



.75 



.20 



4.04 



201.2 



23.98 



58.4 



28.6 



28.1 



29.3 



10.18 



10.23 



3.56 



196.2 



26.36 



38.4 



37.9 



39.5 



12.86 



1 HOUR



1 HOUR



1 HOUR



1 HOUR



5 MINUTE



1 HOUR



1 HOUR



1 HOUR



1 HOUR



1 HOUR



24-HR BLK 



AVG



1 HOUR



24-HR BLK 



AVG



1 HOUR



1 HOUR



1 HOUR



1 HOUR



1 HOUR



24-HR BLK 



AVG



1 HOUR



1 HOUR



0



0



0



0



0



0



0



0



0



5



5



5



0



0



0



0



0



0



0



0



0



61103



61104



61106



42401



42401



61103



61104



61106



62101



81102



81102



85101



88101



88101



61103



61104



61106



81102



81102



85101



88101



Parameter



Site ID:



Site ID:



Site ID:



06-079-2001



06-079-2004



06-079-2007



Grover Beach



Nipomo



Arroyo Grande



City:



City:



City:



San Luis Obispo



San Luis Obispo



San Luis Obispo



Unit



County:



County:



County:



9 LE SAGE DR., GROVER CITY



1300 GUADALUPE RD., NIPOMO, CA., 93444



2391 Willow Road, Arroyo Grande, California



Address:



Address:



Address:



Wind Speed - Resultant



Wind Direction - Resultant



Std Dev Hz Wind Direction



Sulfur dioxide



Sulfur dioxide



Wind Speed - Resultant



Wind Direction - Resultant



Std Dev Hz Wind Direction



Outdoor Temperature



PM10 Total 0-10um STP



PM10 Total 0-10um STP



PM10 - LC



PM2.5 - Local Conditions



PM2.5 - Local Conditions



Wind Speed - Resultant



Wind Direction - Resultant



Std Dev Hz Wind Direction



PM10 Total 0-10um STP



PM10 Total 0-10um STP



PM10 - LC



PM2.5 - Local Conditions



Knots



Degrees Compass



Degrees Compass



Parts per billion



Parts per billion



Knots



Degrees Compass



Degrees Compass



Degrees Fahrenheit



Micrograms/cubic meter



(25 C)



Micrograms/cubic meter



(25 C)



Micrograms/cubic meter



(LC)



Micrograms/cubic meter



(LC)



Micrograms/cubic meter



(LC)



Knots



Degrees Compass



Degrees Compass



Micrograms/cubic meter



(25 C)



Micrograms/cubic meter



(25 C)



Micrograms/cubic meter



(LC)



Micrograms/cubic meter



(LC)



Meth



061



061



020



100



100



061



061



020



040



122



122



122



170



170



061



061



020



122



122



122



170



Cert& 



Eval



S



S



S



S



S



S



S



S
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P



O



C PQAO Year
#



Obs



1st Max



Value



2nd Max



Value



3rd Max



Value



4th Max



Value



Arith.



Mean Duration



E
D



T



1



1



1



1



1



1



1



1



1



1



1



1



1



1



1



1



2



2



2



1



1



0145



0145



0145



0145



0145



0145



0145



0145



0145



0145



0145



0145



0145



0145



0145



0145



0145



0145



0145



0145



0145



2014



2014



2014



2014



2014



2014



2014



2014



2014



2014



2014



2014



2014



2014



2014



2014



2014



2014



2014



2014



2014



 359



 7674



 7674



 7674



 8646



 8594



 8594



 8594



 7933



 7933



 7933



 8505



 8522



 8522



 8522



 8750



 8632



 360



 8632



 8139



 8139



43.0



50.0



42.0



87.0



.066



15.5



359



81.3



24.0



35.0



51.0



.076



18.1



359



91.4



96



334



93



336



163.0



60.0



38.8



48.0



39.0



86.0



.062



15.5



358



78.4



21.0



28.0



46.0



.069



15.9



359



88.9



96



291



86



292



136.0



47.0



34.5



37.0



36.0



68.0



.061



15.5



358



78.0



18.0



27.0



41.0



.066



15.1



359



88.2



96



286



73



285



69.0



47.0



34.0



36.0



36.0



66.0



.060



14.5



358



77.9



17.0



26.0



41.0



.066



13.6



359



87.6



96



277



59



277



68.0



45.0



12.81 



.91 



2.81 



4.08 



.0350 



3.68 



191.0 



25.04 



.22 



2.48 



2.97 



.0377 



2.92 



204.0 



30.22 



59.0 



23.9 



23.5 



24.6 



2.54 



6.30 



24-HR BLK 



AVG



1 HOUR



1 HOUR



1 HOUR



8-HR RUN 



AVG BEGIN 



HOUR



1 HOUR



1 HOUR



1 HOUR



1 HOUR



1 HOUR



1 HOUR



8-HR RUN 



AVG BEGIN 



HOUR



1 HOUR



1 HOUR



1 HOUR



1 HOUR



1 HOUR



24-HR BLK 



AVG



1 HOUR



1 HOUR



1 HOUR



0



0



0



0



0



0



0



0



0



0



0



0



0



0



0



0



0



0



0



0



0



88101



42601



42602



42603



44201



61103



61104



61106



42601



42602



42603



44201



61103



61104



61106



62101



81102



81102



85101



42601



42602



Parameter



Site ID:



Site ID:



Site ID:



Site ID:



06-079-2007



06-079-3001



06-079-4002



06-079-8001



Arroyo Grande



Morro Bay



Nipomo



Atascadero



City:



City:



City:



City:



San Luis Obispo



San Luis Obispo



San Luis Obispo



San Luis Obispo



Unit



County:



County:



County:



County:



2391 Willow Road, Arroyo Grande, California



MORRO BAY BLVD & KERN AVE, MORRO BAY



NIPOMO REGIONAL PARK, NIPOMO, CA.



6005 LEWIS AVENUE, ATASCADERO, CA 93422



Address:



Address:



Address:



Address:



PM2.5 - Local Conditions



Nitric oxide (NO)



Nitrogen dioxide (NO2)



Oxides of nitrogen (NOx)



Ozone



Wind Speed - Resultant



Wind Direction - Resultant



Std Dev Hz Wind Direction



Nitric oxide (NO)



Nitrogen dioxide (NO2)



Oxides of nitrogen (NOx)



Ozone



Wind Speed - Resultant



Wind Direction - Resultant



Std Dev Hz Wind Direction



Outdoor Temperature



PM10 Total 0-10um STP



PM10 Total 0-10um STP



PM10 - LC



Nitric oxide (NO)



Nitrogen dioxide (NO2)



Micrograms/cubic meter



(LC)



Parts per billion



Parts per billion



Parts per billion



Parts per million



Knots



Degrees Compass



Degrees Compass



Parts per billion



Parts per billion



Parts per billion



Parts per million



Knots



Degrees Compass



Degrees Compass



Degrees Fahrenheit



Micrograms/cubic meter



(25 C)



Micrograms/cubic meter



(25 C)



Micrograms/cubic meter



(LC)



Parts per billion



Parts per billion



Meth



170



000



000



000



087



061



061



020



099



099



099



087



061



061



020



040



122



122



122



099



099



Cert& 



Eval



S



S



S



S



S



S



S



S
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P



O



C PQAO Year
#



Obs



1st Max



Value



2nd Max



Value



3rd Max



Value



4th Max



Value



Arith.



Mean Duration



E
D



T



1



1



1



1



1



1



3



3



3



3



3



1



1



1



1



1



1



1



1



1



0145



0145



0145



0145



0145



0145



0145



0145



0145



0145



0145



0145



0145



0145



0145



0145



0145



0145



0145



0145



2014



2014



2014



2014



2014



2014



2014



2014



2014



2014



2014



2014



2014



2014



2014



2014



2014



2014



2014



2014



 8139



 8622



 8733



 8733



 8731



 8342



 8160



 339



 8568



 8626



 361



 8646



 8728



 8728



 8726



 8748



 8568



 8738



 8738



 8379



219.0



.070



11.5



359



89.9



101



140



69



143



71.0



37.3



.078



31.2



359



75.9



101



.070



23.5



359



86.9



154.0



.066



11.4



359



89.8



101



138



59



139



68.0



35.7



.076



30.9



359



74.7



101



.069



21.3



359



82.5



109.0



.065



11.1



359



89.1



99



135



56



138



67.0



35.2



.073



30.7



359



74.5



100



.068



21.0



359



82.3



101.0



.063



11.0



359



89.0



99



123



55



120



67.0



31.1



.073



30.0



358



74.1



100



.068



20.7



359



82.1



9.29 



.0394 



2.38 



172.8 



35.84 



59.8 



19.8 



19.3 



19.3 



5.83 



5.78 



.0483 



9.63 



175.0 



11.14 



61.9 



.0463 



4.24 



188.3 



25.88 



1 HOUR



8-HR RUN 



AVG BEGIN 



HOUR



1 HOUR



1 HOUR



1 HOUR



1 HOUR



1 HOUR



24-HR BLK 



AVG



1 HOUR



1 HOUR



24-HR BLK 



AVG



8-HR RUN 



AVG BEGIN 



HOUR



1 HOUR



1 HOUR



1 HOUR



1 HOUR



8-HR RUN 



AVG BEGIN 



HOUR



1 HOUR



1 HOUR



1 HOUR



0



0



0



0



0



0



0



0



0



0



0



0



0



0



0



0



0



0



0



0



42603



44201



61103



61104



61106



62101



81102



81102



85101



88101



88101



44201



61103



61104



61106



62101



44201



61103



61104



61106



Parameter



Site ID:



Site ID:



Site ID:



06-079-8001



06-079-8005



06-079-8006



Atascadero



Not in a city



Not in a city



City:



City:



City:



San Luis Obispo



San Luis Obispo



San Luis Obispo



Unit



County:



County:



County:



6005 LEWIS AVENUE, ATASCADERO, CA 93422



3601 GILLIS CANYON ROAD



9640 CARRIZO HIGHWAY



Address:



Address:



Address:



Oxides of nitrogen (NOx)



Ozone



Wind Speed - Resultant



Wind Direction - Resultant



Std Dev Hz Wind Direction



Outdoor Temperature



PM10 Total 0-10um STP



PM10 Total 0-10um STP



PM10 - LC



PM2.5 - Local Conditions



PM2.5 - Local Conditions



Ozone



Wind Speed - Resultant



Wind Direction - Resultant



Std Dev Hz Wind Direction



Outdoor Temperature



Ozone



Wind Speed - Resultant



Wind Direction - Resultant



Std Dev Hz Wind Direction



Parts per billion



Parts per million



Knots



Degrees Compass



Degrees Compass



Degrees Fahrenheit



Micrograms/cubic meter



(25 C)



Micrograms/cubic meter



(25 C)



Micrograms/cubic meter



(LC)



Micrograms/cubic meter



(LC)



Micrograms/cubic meter



(LC)



Parts per million



Knots



Degrees Compass



Degrees Compass



Degrees Fahrenheit



Parts per million



Knots



Degrees Compass



Degrees Compass



Meth



099



087



061



061



020



040



122



122



122



170



170



087



061



061



020



040



087



061



061



020



Cert& 



Eval



S



S



S



S



S



S



S
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P



O



C PQAO Year
#



Obs



1st Max



Value



2nd Max



Value



3rd Max



Value



4th Max



Value



Arith.



Mean Duration



E
D



T



1 0145 2014  8749 101 100 100 100 60.5 1 HOUR 062101



Parameter



Site ID: 06-079-8006 Not in a cityCity: San Luis Obispo



Unit



County: 9640 CARRIZO HIGHWAYAddress:



Outdoor Temperature Degrees Fahrenheit



Meth



000



Cert& 



Eval











UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY



AIR QUALITY SYSTEM



Apr. 7, 2015



Note: The * indicates that the mean does not



satisfy summary criteria.



QUICKLOOK ALL PARAMETERS



Page 6 of 8



PARAMETER
METHOD



CODE COLLECTION METHOD ANALYSIS METHOD



METHODS USED IN THIS REPORT



42401



42601



42601



42602



42602



42603



42603



44201



61103



61104



61106



62101



62101



81102



85101



88101



100



000



099



000



099



000



099



087



061



061



020



000



040



122



122



170



INSTRUMENTAL



MULTIPLE METHODS



INSTRUMENTAL



MULTIPLE METHODS



INSTRUMENTAL



MULTIPLE METHODS



INSTRUMENTAL



INSTRUMENTAL



Instrumental



Instrumental



INSTRUMENTAL



MULTIPLE METHODS



INSTRUMENTAL



INSTRUMENT MET ONE 4 MODELS



INSTRUMENT MET ONE 4 MODELS



Met One BAM-1020 Mass Monitor w/VSCC



ULTRAVIOLET FLUORESCENCE



MULTIPLE METHODS



GAS PHASE CHEMILUMINESCENCE



MULTIPLE METHODS



GAS PHASE CHEMILUMINESCENCE



MULTIPLE METHODS



GAS PHASE CHEMILUMINESCENCE



ULTRA VIOLET ABSORPTION



Met One Sonic Anemometer Model 50.5



Met One Sonic Anemometer Model 50.5



ARITHMETIC STANDARD DEVIATION



MULTIPLE METHODS



ELECTRONIC OR MACHINE AVG.



BETA ATTENUATION



BETA ATTENUATION



Beta Attenuation
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PQAOS USED IN THIS REPORT



PQAO AGENCY DESCRIPTION
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M



N



S



U



X



Y



The monitoring organization has revised data from this monitor since the



most recent certification letter received from the state.



The certifying agency has submitted the certification letter and required



summary reports, but the certifying agency and/or EPA has determined



that issues regarding the quality of the ambient concentration data cannot



be resolved due to data completeness, the lack of performed quality



assurance checks or the results of uncertainty statistics shown in the



AMP255 report or the certification and quality assurance report.



The certifying agency has submitted the certification letter and required



summary reports. A value of "S" conveys no Regional assessment regarding



data quality per se. This flag will remain until the Region provides an "N" or



"Y" concurrence flag.



Uncertified. The certifying agency did not submit a required certification



letter and summary reports for this monitor even though the due date has



passed, or the state's certification letter specifically did not apply the



certification to this monitor.



Certification is not required by 40 CFR 58.15 and no conditions apply to be



the basis for assigning another flag value



The certifying agency has submitted a certification letter, and EPA has no



unresolved reservations about data quality (after reviewing the letter, the



attached summary reports, the amount of quality assurance data



submitted to AQS, the quality statistics, and the highest reported



concentrations).



MEANING



CERTIFICATION EVALUATION AND CONCURRENCE FLAG MEANINGS



FLAG












